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WASHINGTON POST
T eT. February 1975

Hill Panel
Will Seek |
CIA Data

By George Lardner Jr.
Washington Post Stqt{ Writer

The new Senate Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence Opera-
tions will ask the Rockefeller
Commission for all of its.se-
cret records on the Central In-
telligence Agency, committee’
Chairman Frank Church (D-
1daho) said yesterday.

Church said he hoped the
request: would be granted so
that the Senate inquiry into
alleged abuses of power by the
CIA and other government in-
telligence agencies could get
off “to a’running start.”.He
said he did not think it would
be in theé public interest to
have a .‘fprotracted investiga-
ton” |

A spokesman for, the White
House Commission headed by
Vice President Rockefeller,
‘which was established last
month in response to charges
of illegal domestic spying by
the CIA, declined to comment
on the proposal.
. At a closed meeting yester-
day, the Senate Committee
also approved 18 staff appoint-
ments for the investigation, in-
cluding that of New York trial
lawyer F. "A. O. (Fritz)
Schwartz Jr. as chief counsel.

A member of the Wall
Street law firm of Cravath,
Swaine & Moore, Schwarz, 39,
“plans to begin working full
time on the inquiry within two
weeks. He previously repre-
sented International Business
Machines Corp. in government
antitrust litigation. Church

. Baged in. illegal domestic spy-

said that gave him considera-
ble experience “in extracting

ewdence from govemment‘

agencies.”

Burke Marshall, a former
assistant attorney general in
the Kennedy and Johnson ad-
ministrations and later gen-
eral counsel for IBM, was
named a committee consultant

and will assist in organizing

the investigation. He is on the
faculty at Yale law school.
Pressing for cooperation
from the administration on
various levels, Church will
meet today at 10 am. with
CIA Director William E.
Colby, partly to seek a waiver
of the pledges of silence that
the agency requires of its em-
ployees. “Texas Sen. "“John
Tower, ranking Repubhcan on
the committee, is -expected to
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C@%y Will Lift CiA §ewecy ?iedge
To €@@pm'a€e With Senate Probe

3y George Lardner Jr.
Washlngton Post Staf{ Writer -

i
¢ The head of the Central In-
“telligence Agency agreed to;
ipooperate with Senate investi-
. .gators yesterday by lifting the |
‘pledge of secrecy that the CIA
requires of all its employees.
CIA Director William E.
‘Colby promised the waiver at
-‘:a closed meeting on Capitol
Hill yesterday morning with
Sen. Frank Church (D-Idaho),
chairman of the newly formed
Senate Select Committee on
Intelligence Operations, and
Sen. John G. Tower (RTex) .
the committee’s rankmﬂ Re-
publican
s Church told reporters after-
wards he was satisfied that
Colby plans to provide all the
information the committee
peeds for its investisation of
"CIA © activities, . including|
charges that the agency en-

ing on American citizens.

The CIA requires everyorne
it hires to sign an agreement
bromising not to disclose any:
information. they might ob-|
fain concerning “intelligence

attend the closed session.

Church said he plans to ask
Colby about the status.of a 50-
page report the CIA submitted
to President Ford in early Jan-
nary. The CIA director last
week refused to supply a copy
to a House Appropnahons
Subcommittee, saying that he
was “not authorized” to re-
lease it.

A government ofﬁcml famil-
1ar with the Rockefeller Com-
mission’s work said all of its
records are classified “top se-
cret,” including nearly 1,000
pages of testimony from past
and present CIA officials and
a substantial number of inter-
views with CIA employees.
The Commission, however, re-
portedly has been inspecting
raw files at the agency’s head-
quarters and thus possesses
very little documentary mate
rial. . !

Ultimately, the ofﬁcxal
added, it will be up to Mr.
Ford to decide on any congres-
sional request for the Commis- |
sion’s files. But he said there
was no understanding with the
CIA that would prevent their
turnover.

Church said he and Tower
also expect to ask the Presi-

ing on all government agen-|

“‘gourcés and methods” thhoutJ

£he agency’s authorization.

"Church emphasized that [

AColby agreed to drop the re-

quirement only for thel
“purposes of this Senate in-!
quiry.” However, a similar
waiver probably will be pro-
vided to a new House commit-
tee that has also been as-
signed to investigate the gov-
ernment’s mtelhgence agen-
cies. :

" Later in the day, in a lunch-
eon speech at -the National
Press Club,. Church voiced
‘doubts that the White House
Inquiry into the CIA’s activ-|
ites, under a ‘commission
headed by Vice President!
Bockefeller, could resolve the

allegations " that -have been
‘made against the agency.
-'“The executive branch can-

not, with sufficient credibility, i

investigate itself,” ‘Church de-
clared: He said he hopeu it;
would wind up its work soon
‘“and make its records avail-
able, as a starting point, for
the more" comprehensive con-
gressional investigations to
come.”

* Promising a “muted and re.:

strained” inquiry and not “a:
television extravaganza,?
Church said he intends at thej

same time to rake public as
much information as possible
during the course of the inves-
‘tigation.

"“Our rule of thumb,” the
senator said, “will be to hold
public hearings whenever we
can and closed hearings when-
ever we must.” He indicated
that the committee would pur-
sue allegations of illegal or
simproper activities by the CIA
and other agencies in publie,
‘while conducting its examina-
‘tion of “legitimate national
»security” operations largely in
executive session.

The committee chairman
‘called the investigation long
overdue, pointing out that
neither the CIA nor the FBI,
which also will be scrutinized,
have ever undergone a thor-
ough congressional inquiry.

Promlsmg strict precautions
against news leaks, Church
said any commlttee staffer
who'dxsc]oses unauthor;zed in-
formaiioi “will be fired on ine
spot.”

In response to a quesmon,
;he acknowledged that there
iwas no way to control what
senators on the committee

might say, but said they were
all mindful of the need for
i irestraint.

Newsweek, March 3, 1975

THE SHRINKING CiA?

A number of senior hands in Washington’s intelligence
community are becoming convinced that the CIA can-
not survive the current investigations in its present form.

They suspect that the job

of analyzing and evaluating

intelligence data will be given to the State Department;
that paramilitary operations, like those carried on in In-
dochina, will be handed over to the Pentagon, and that
covert political operations are obviously out for years to
come. They also sense that CIA director William Colby

has erred badly by talking

too openly about CIA opera-

tions, and they believe he will soon be replaced.

Sendte inquiry. After that,
Church said, the two senators
will seek a similar ‘meeting
with Vice President Rockefel-
ler to ask him for the
Commissinn’s records.

The Select House Commit-
tee on Intelligence, which also

the government’s “intelligence)
community,” had a brief meet

(D-Mich.) called an “informa
discussion” of procedural and
staffing requirements. No de
cisions were made Nedzi said.
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NEW- YORK TIMES
27 February 1975

Hrasing the ‘C’ in ‘Covert”

By Ray S. Cline" .

WASHINGTON~—ALt the end of 1974,
Cengress enacted and President Ford

‘signed into’ law restrictions on. the,

Ceniral Intelligence Agency’s .overseas
operations that virtually put the CLA.
“out-of the business of giving covert po-
litical assistance to friendly. foreign

governments or political groups. The,
White House did not make an issue

of the legislative restrictions, nor did.
the C.LA. ) :

A great many critics. of United
States policy in the 1950°s and 1960’s,
especially the young ones who grew
up in the era of retreat from Vietnam
and of warldwide détente, have ap-
plauded United States withdrawal from
the clandestine inernational political
arena. They consider covert activities
incompatible with international law,
morality and the fundamental princi-
ples of our open society.

And yet, there lingers an uneasy,
doubtful feeling about the wisdom
of this move in the minds of many.
Washington officials, especially career
public servants in the “national se-
curity establishment” and political
figures who remember the dark days

of Europe in the time of the Berlin

airlift (1948-1949) and the military
invasion of South Korea (1950).

By and large, they are not confident
that “détente” with the Soviet Union
has eliminated the dangers of Soviet
efforts to dominate smaller nations,
some of which are important to the
United States. security. They also
doubt that it is really moral for the
United States to be too high-minded
to help friendly democratic govern-
ments threatened with one-party dic-
tatorship. Covert political action is a
way of 2iding governments threatened
by a foreign-supported take-over with-
out sending in the marines.

The “realists” of the “national se-
-curity establishment” argue that covert
action ought to be taken in those rela-
tively few cases in which world events
can be turned:in a direction more
favorable to the United States by a
crucial marginal boost from the CLA.

for moderate constitutionalists.
Proponents of selective covert po-.
litical action abroad believe that. all
great natiors try to influence political:
developments in other countries when
their strategic interess ‘are affected.
The Soviet Union and China both have

-a well-defined political philosophy of

intervening . in non-Communist aréas

to promote violent revolutionary ac-

tion and overthrow existing regimes.
The “realists” say that C.LA. sup-.

.port helped the Christian Democratic-

centered majority in Chile stay aliyei
and resist the minority rule of Presi-
dent Salvador Allende Gossens, which
would. have ‘brought Chile to total-
ruin. They are not particularly happy
that a military junta rather than a
pariiamentary regime has taken charge,
but they believe military regimes are.
impermanent whereas establishment of.
a Communist-deminated dictatorship
with Soviet support is a one-way

- street.

The Soviet “Brezhnev Doctrine,” in-
voked to justify the military occupa-’

tion of Czechoslovakia in 1968, guar-:

‘antees in perpetuity the security of
pro-Soviet regimes within the com-
monwealth of Communist nations.
Serious foreign policy experts now
point out that an excellent strategic

case could be made for covert aid to,

non-Communist groups in Portugal,

. - The fall of the decaying authori-
.tarian regime there left the country
with virtually no organized political
‘structure except for the Communist

underground, The armed forces are.

divided between conservative and rev-
olutionary wings. The latter seems to
be dominant and is generaily tolerant
of Communist demonstrations, political
strikes and ' physical harassment of
democratic politicians.

The advocates of covert political
action say the national security of the

United States is at stake, since con-°

tinuing Portuguese permission for
American bases in the Azores is vital

. to antisubmarine reconnaissance and

defense systems in the Atlantic. Loss
of these bases, they say, would also
make impossible prolonged American

In omplete

. Se urit
military assistance’ to Israel in the -
event of another. Middle East war.:
Finally, it is noted, the Mediterranean
flank of the North Atlantic Treaty Or-.
ganization might fall apart if a Soviet-,
influenced Communist-dominated re-.
gime gained control of Lishon.

If this happened; say the national-
security professionals, what does the™
United States do? Retreat to Western
Hemisphere quasi-isolationism? Spend
massively on economic and military -
aid to shore up NATO's Mediter- .
ranean flank? If necessary, send in
the marines? Might it not be better to
let ‘our covert operators quietly try
to assist the moderate center in Portu-

- gal to establish a working multiparty

parliamentary. system, countering Sg- -
viet moves to help the local Commu- )
nists, who are undoubtedly a minority
but an efficient political force? Among
these unattractive choices, some of the .
old hands, argue, covert political ac.
tion is the best. = . . .
Later, American options may shrink
to a choice between military interven.

“tion and strategic retreat from south-

ern Europe and the Mediterranean, To-

-avoid this harsh dilemma, whether in

dha anaa

e Case of Poriugal or some other

-threatened nation, the United States

ought to have an option of covertly *
aiding constructive constitutionalists .
and resisting the rise to power of dic. .
tatorships hostile to American interests.
Some observers of the international

-scene think American strength is so
-great that it materially affects what

happens in the world, whether the
United States acts or fails to act, uses
diplomatic and ~economic pressures, °

‘or military aid or covert assistance.

There is no way to shirk this awesome
position, and the vital thing is to use
all American assets in a stabilizing,
peace-preserving role.

Ray S. Cline, executive director of -
studies at The Center for Strategic
and Internationel Studies, Georgetown
Unjversity, was from 1969 to 1973 .
director of the State Department's

“bureau of intelligence and research.

He was the CLA, Deputy Director for

. Intelligence from 1962 to 1966,
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| President Rackefeller to head'a,
|Special investigation of the'

NEW YORK TIMES
15 February 1975

{Majority in Poll Opposes .. -
Rockefeller C.1.4. Inguiry

. By a 49-t0-35 ma jority, Amer-
Icans believe President Ford
yWvas wrong to appoint, Vice!

iCentral Intelligence Agency, the|
Harris survey reported Thurs-
day.

| A crosssection of - 1,532
ladults felt that a .commission |

lindependent of the Whi te House!
‘should hsve the geel 1ent, |
-T:he ASSOC d Press reperied, |
va.\f..ccn ber cent were not sure.
* The survey showed that 43
per cent  ef ‘those queried
thought the Rockefeller inves-|
tigation would end up as ai
cover-up similar to that of Wa-..
tergate, whila 33 per cent!
thought the inquiry would got!
to the root of any C.LA, wrong-
doing. Twenty-four per cent
were unsure, L
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NEW YORK TIMES
21 February 1975

C.I.A.Chief Says Charges |

Imperilintelligence Work

By JAMES M. NAUGHTON

Special to The New York Times

* WASHINGTON, Feb. 20—
William E. Colby, the director
of Central Intelligence, told
Congress today that ‘‘exagger-
ated” charges of improper con-
duct by the agency had “placed
American " intelligence in dan-
ger.” )

In rare public testimony on!
iCapiLoI Hill, Mr. Colby said that
“misrepresentations™ by critics
of the C.LA,, in the news media
and elsewhere, had jecpardized
relations with intelligence agen-
cles,in other nations, raised the
specter of peril to American
‘spies abroad and lowered mo-
rale in the C.LA. '

“The almost hysterical excite-
ment that surrounds any news
story mentioning C.LA., or even
referring to a perfectly legiti-
mate activity of C.LA., has
raised .the question whether
secret intelligence operations
can be conducted by the United
States,” Mr. Colby said.

At the same time, however,

he confirmed in his testimony
before the House Defense Ap-
propriations Subcommittee that
the names of four members or
former members of Congress,
including “at least a couple”
of unnamed opponents of the
Vietnam war, had been entered
in C.LA. files. .
j He said that with the excep-
ition of one file on a deceased
Congressman, which is still ex-
tant,” the files were either in-
active or destroyed in 1974, He
did not identify any of the
Congressmen. o

Mr. Colby’s appearance be-
fore the subcommittee appeared
designed, both by the agency
and most members of the panel,
to afford the intelligence direc-
tor a friendly forum to reply
to published allegations -that
the agency had violated a legal
ban on domestic activities or
had engaged in other question--
able practices. '
¢« The subcommittee has House
Jurisdiction over the C.LA’s.
secret annual budget. Normal-,
1y, intelligence directors testify;
only behind closed doors and,
rarely do they even make pub-
lic the texts of their prepared!
‘remarks. .

" Today, however, Mr. Colby
read a 20-page statement and;
answered questiops for nearly
three hours as televigion came-|
ras whirred and reporters andi
some sightseers looked on in a
Capitol hearing room.

. Mr. Colby said that he wel-
comed an cxamination of the
purposes and conduct of the
United States intelligence com-
munity by the select commit-
tees established

i forei terintellige
n %P)rg{?edul?oroﬁeé ‘éacggnzed&elolglﬁ%e

Senate and House and by a
White House commission.

But he declared that “a num-
ber of responsible Americans
are concerned that a degree of
hysteria can develop that will
result in serious damage to our
country’s essential intelligence
work by throwing the baby out
with the bath water.”

_ Allegations Challenged

Mr. Colby specificaily chal-
lenged, as either “false™ or asi
“misrépresentations,”  several
allegations about C.LA. activ-
ities, including the following:

CHe said he could find no
evidence to support an .account
published last month by The
New York Times, quoting an
unnamed former C.I.A. under-
cover agent’s description of
clandestine surveillance of dis-;
sident American citizens in the:
New York area. Mr. Colby:
said the reporter who wroe:
the article may have been “the
vigtim of what we in the in-
telligence trade call a  “fabri-
cator.” !

GHe denied 'speculation by:
Charles W. Colson, the former:
counsel to President Nixon, that:
the C.LA. had prior knowlédge,
of the Watergate burglary inj
1972. Mr. Colby said that Mr.|
Colson, recently released from
a prison sentence that resulted
from the Watergate scandals,
had a “lack. of credibility
[that] should cause the charge
to fal] of its own weight,” but
that it was not supported by
any - Watergate investigation
either.

_GHe said various published
accounts that police depart-
ments in the United States pro-
vided false credentials for
C.I.A. agents or otherwise as-
sisted in *domestic C.LA. 'in-
volvement had “warped” the
agency's “friendly liaison rela-
tionships” with police forces. :

€He said a charge that the
agency was planning to spy on
allied nations in contracting for
studies of overseas transporta-
tion developments had stemmed
from “an dangerous misunder-
standing of the true nature of;
modern intelligence.” Mr. Colby|
did not state that the charge|
originally was made by Senator
Richard S. Schweiker, Republi-
can of Pennsylvania, a member
of the new Senate Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence.

Mr. Colby said that shortly)
before The New York Times!
published its account of alleged;
C.LA. activities, “he [the Times|
reporter] contacted me stating;
he had obtained information of!
great  importance ' indicating
that CLA. had engaged in a
massive domestic intelligence!
activity, including wiretaps,i
break-ins, and a variety of
other actions.” |

“In response to nis request,”!
Mr. Colby continued, “I met’
with him and explained to him;
that he had mixed and magni-|
fied two separate subjects, LE.,

i
i
i
|
i

effort properly conducted by]
C.IA. and those few activities
that the agency’s own investi-!
gation had revealed and termi-
nated in 1973, He obviously did.
not accept my explanation and,
instead, alleged that C.I.A. had
conducted a ‘massive illegal|
domestic intelligence opera-:
tion.’ ’ i
“YI am confident that the in-y
vestigations of the President’s:
commission and the sclect com-}
mittees will verify the accuracy;
& my version of these zvents.”

The intelligence direc.or con-|

tended that such “exaggera-
tions and misrepresentations of
C.ILA’s activities can do irre-
parable harm to our national
linelligence apparatus and, if
carried to the extreme, could
blindfold our country as it
looks ahead.”

Mr. Colby did not specify in
much detail what risks he be-
lived were entailed in the public
discussion of the ‘agency’s con-
duct. .

He did say, however, that “a
humber of the intelligence serv-
ices abroad with which C.IA.
works have expressed concern
over its situation and over the
fate of the sensitive information
they provide to us.”

Mr. Colby also stated that “a
number of our individual agents
abroad are deeply worried that.
their names might be revealed,
wtih resultant damage to their,
lives as well as their liveli-
hoods.”

He. told the committee that
seven of eight companies in-
vited recently o bid on a co-
vert — but, Mr. Colby said,
proper—C.I.A. contract had re-
fused, apparently out of con-
cern that their businesses might
be embarrassed by subsequent
disclosures.

Conversely, though, Mr, Col-
by said that applicaions for
employment with the C.ILA,
normally about 600 every few
weeks, had climbed to 1,700 in
the first two weeks of January
as an apparent consequence ‘of
public interest in the agency.

Mr. Colby stressed that he

believed the intelligence com-
munity’s ability to help main-
tain international peace “can
decline if our intelligence ma-
-chinery is made ineffectual
through irresponsible exposure
lor ill-founded exaggeration.”
! Most members of the essen-
tially conservative subcommit-
tee spoke’ sympathetically of
Mr. Colby’s efforts to improve
the agency and to end what
the director insisted had been
“mistakes” that were “few and
far between.”

Mr. Colby submitted to the
panel a copy of testimony he
had piven Jan. 15 to a Senate
committee, along with five
pages of additional information
about C.LA. activities in the
United States.

Data on Congressmen
The new information includ-

. linactive,”” the statement. con-

ed the statement that, “over

lthe past eight years, our coun-
‘terintelligence program holdings
;have included files on four|
'members of Congress.”

“With the exception of one
file still extant on a deceased
Congressman, those files: are

tinued. “Two of them were
destroyed in 1974. None con-
tained any material that origi-
nated in C.LA., except for one
travel cable and two cables
iquoting press announcementis
:of conferences.”

. Mr. Colby did not elaborate
on the presumably still active}
file on the deceased member of
Congress.

Mr. Colby had told the Senate
last month that there never had
been any surveillance of Con-
gressmen and that, with one
‘technical exception, no files
.existed containing data on
members of Congress, as had
been stated in a New York|
Times article last December.

Under questioning today, Mr.

Colby said that such files were
{the natural consequence of in-
itelligence gathered by the
lagency on conferences overseas
|and that names of members of
!Congress had been noted mere-
ily among those who took part
iin the meetings. .
! Asked by Representative Jack
.F. Kemp, Republican of upstae
New York, if the files dealt, as
ithe account in The Times had
|alleged, with “at least one
‘avowedly antiwar member of
Congress,” Mr. Colby said that
“at least a couple” of the mem-
bers fit that description.

The rarity of the public testi-
mony was underlined by the
opening remarks of the sub-
committee chairman, Represent-
ative George H. Mahon, Demo-
crat of Texas. He noted that
there would be the customary
closed budget hearir~ tomor-
'row and that the open forum
today was “not as usual.”

Mr: Mahon praised, by

name, each of the men who
has served as C.LA. director
since the agency’s inecption
in 1947. While not condoning
any ‘“‘mistakes” the agency,
might have made, Mr. Mahon
said, “I do want you to know
yeu are among p&yple who
believe in the inY:lligence}
mechanism.”
. The only sharp questioning
from the panel came from
Representative Robert N.
Giaimo, a Connecticut Demo-
crat who is also the. second-
senior member of the New
House -Select Committee con
Intelligence. ’

“I have yet to have heard
one word from anyone on your
iside of the table or ours,” Mr.
iGiaimo said at one poind,
about whether activities of the
agency might “infringe upen
rights of American citizens.™

Mr. Colby replied that he,.-
too, was determined to safe-’
guard rights of citizens and;
end any improper practices:
but that such practices had.
been rare.

3
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NEW YORK TIMES
18 February 1975

EX-CLA. OFRICIAL
TESTIFIES § HOURS

WASHINGTON, Féb. 17 (AP)

Howard J. Osborne, the formar
security chief for the Central

tioned -for more than three
hours today by the Rockefeller
commission about the agency's
domestic surveillanve activities.

Mr. Osborn, whose office con-

—Accompanied by an attorney, |,

Inteddigence Agency, was.ques-' -

ducted an operation that Wil-
lian E. Colby, director of Cen-!
tral Intelligence, has said in-'
filtrated agents into American
radical groups in the late nine-,
teen-sixties, was the first of
the dozen witnesses who have
appeared before the panel to
be represented by an attorney. -
According to knowledgeable
sources, an inter-office memo
dated Feb. 6, warned agency
employes that they might be
prosecuted for past practices
and advised them to retain pri-
vate counsel.
! Vice President Rockefeller,
the. commission chairman, in-
dicated that Mr. Osborn had
not invoked the Fifth Amend-
ment against self-incrimination.
Mr Osborn refused all com-
ment to reporters, sayvins he
had “never commented or
talked to the press.”

when asked who was paying
his " legal fee, replied, “The,
agency most certainly is not.”

Two other former C.LA. of-
ficers, Raymond G. Rocca and
N. Scott Miler, also testihgd
before the commission. at its
sixth weekly meeting. Mr. Roc-
ca and Mr. Miler served under
James J. Angleton, the agen-

- His lawyer, John W. Debelius,!

NEW YORK TIMES
21 February 1975

Excerpts From the Statement by Colby

Spectal to The New Yotk Times
WASHINGTON, Feb. 20—
Following are excerpts from
a statement by William E.
Colby, Director of Central
Antelligence, at a hearing to-

_day by the Defense Subcom-

mittee of the House Appro-
priations Committee:
Mr. Chairman, in May,

1973, Director Schlesinger is-

sued a notice to all C.LA.
employes instructing and in-
viting them to report to him
or to the Inspector General
any maiter in .C.LA’s his-
tory which they deemed ques-
tionable under C.LA.'s char-
ter, This instruction has been

made a matter of regulation -

within C.LA. and is brought
to the attention of each em-
ploye once a year.

Times Article Cited -

As -a result of the May,
1973, memorandum, various
incidents were collected and
‘brought to thie attention of
the chairman of the House
and the acting chairman of
the Senate Armed Services
Committees. They were then
used as the basis of a very
specific series of internal in-
structions issued.in August,
1973, directing the termina-
tion, modification, or other
appropriate action with re-
spect to such incidents in or-

sure that CLA, re.
mains within its proper char-
ter, These instructions have

been carried out and are .

periodically reviewed to en-
sure continued compliance,
It appears that some ver-

slon of these matters came to
the attenticn of the New
York Times reporter who
wrote th article of Dec. 22,
1974. A day or two before
‘the article appeared, he con-
tacted me stating he had ob-
tained information of great
importance indicating that
C.LA. had engaged in a mas-
sive domestic intelligence ac-
tivity, including wiretaps,
break-ins and a variety of
other actions. :

In response to his request, T
met with him and explained
to him that he had mixed and
magnified two separate sub-
jects, LE., the fereign coun-
terintelligence effort proper-
ly conducted by C.IA. and
those few activities that the
agency’s own investigation
had revealed and terminated
in 1973. )

* He obviously' did not accept
my explanation and, instead,
alleged that C.LA. had con-
ducted a “massive illegal
domestic intelligence opera-
tion,” I am confident
that investigations of the
President’s commission and
the select committees will

- verify the accuracy of my

version of these events.

1 also believe that any seri-
ous review of my report to
the Senate Appropriations
Committee will show (hat I
essentially denied his version
rather than confirmed it as
some have alleged. The sen-
sational atmosphere  sur-
rounding intelligence, howev- -
er, encouraged oversimplifi-

cation and disproportionate
stress on a few -missteps
rather than on the high quali-
ty of C.I.A.’s basic work.

Mr. Chairman, these last
two months have placed
American intelligence in dan-
ger, The almost hysterical ex-
citement that surrounds any
news story mentioning C.LA.,
or referring even to a per-
fectly legitimate activity of
‘C.LA., has raised the ques-
tion whether secret intel-
ligence operations can be
conducted by the United
States.

A number of the intel-
ligence services abroad with
which C.LA. works have ex-
pressed concern over its sit-
uation and over the fate of
the sensitive information
they provide to us. A number
of our individual agents
abroad are deeply worried
that their names might be re-
vealed with resultant danger
to their lives as well as their
livelihoods.

A number of Americans
who have collaborated with
C.LA. as a patriotic contri-
bution to their country are
deeply concerned that their
reputations will be be-
smirched and their businesses
ruined by sensational mis-
representation of this associ-
ation. And our own employ-
es are torn between the sen-
sational allegations of CLA.
misdeeds and their own
knowledge that they served
their nation during critical
times in the best way they
knew how.

WASHINGTON POST
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cy’s former counterintelligence A o M - C}i‘ h o
chief, who last week reportedly : . - By Maxine Cheshire
told the commission he had Common Cause ) - : o - |

been kept in the dark about Seeks CIA Report " Now You See It, Now on1{ Don’t'.‘

the activities of a secret unit Associhted Prote _
that Mr. Colby has aCkm‘%ld i 1t could be a scene from a spy movie about the CIA:
;ﬁ:gcaﬁpt files on 10,0 A caller looking for E. Howard Hunt’s old “public re-
The commission operated for lations” office, a block from the White Hquse, gets off
most of the day at half- the fifth-floor elevator these days and finds a blank

strength, witrll gqur ?\}; it; ei%cht wall. ) . . ’

members, including Mr. Rocke- There is not even a door where the public relations
5‘;','{“2“ ,—Z?,ffé‘ v t;g‘ eh‘é;cr?n;resi; firm of Robert Mullen & Co. once rented space. 7
ymidafternoon just as Mr. Os- . Thé& company, identified a2s a CIA cover operation
whose ties to the Watergate scandals are -still being
scrulinifed, quietly went out of business months ago.
Mr. Ford requested the -That was shortly before a report on Mullen & Co.’s

born was completing. his’
testimony.

report” from Colby after - CIA involvements was released by Sen. Howard H.
published reports of ‘un- Baker Jr. (R-Tenn.). . -

Asked for his reaction to. a
Harris poll indicating that a
majority of Americans think
the commission will cover up
any wrongdoing by the agency, ) . R
Mr. Rockefeller said, “I can lawful CIA surveillance. Among other things, the Mullen firm was under
assure anybody that we're not” ) 8 . ) (
conducting a whitewash, contract fo provide a corporate cover for CIA operz
For the first gm“ i}g f;’g tives in Singapore, Amsterdam and elsewhere.
gee:g:{m ofi:) California’ was Dres- Baker’s report also claimed that the CIA helped
1 former agent Hunt get a job with Mullen and the
company's president, Robert F. Bennett, knew in ad-
vance of the Watergate break-in as a White House op-
eration. . Lo -
Bennett, the son of Sen. Wallace F. Bennett (R-Utah),
bas moved to Los Angeles to become the public rela-
tions director for billionaire Howard Hughes' Summa

ent for a commission meeling,
Mr. Reagan said he had read
Corporation. Bennett handled Hughes’ account previ-
ously at Mullen. :

=

«

Common Cause, a citi-
zens lobbying group, said
yvesterday it has asked
CIA Director Willian. E,
Colby for access to the
report on CIA domestic
surveillance of U.S. citi-
zens that was given Pres-
ident Ford in late 1974.

transcripts of all the sessions
he had missed and that he was
confident that he had “a grip”
on the material.

Mr. Osborn, who headed the
office of security from 1964 to
1974, is regarded as a- central
figure in both the Rockefeller
inquiry and past investigations
of C.L.A. involvement in Water-
gate,
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The Right Focus on the C.LA.

Official documents just pubhshed by
the State Department disclose that in
1948, President Harry Truman—then
facing dim re-election prospects him-
self—approved a secret recommenda-
tion that the United States “make full
use of its political, economic and, if
necessary, military power” to prevent
a Communist election victory in Italy.

" " Published records do not as yet de-
tail to what extent that recommenda-
tion was carried out, or what role
might have been played by the fledg-
ling Central Intelligence Agency. But
Mr. Truman’s order of a quarter-cen-

_ tury ago finds an unpleasant echo in
the word Richard Helms, the director
of 'the C.LA. in 1970, says was passed
.to him that year by the Nixon Admin-
istration—that- the overthrow of the
Government of Salvador Allende Gos-
sens in Chile was “a thing that they
were interested in having done.”

.Mr. Allende, a Marxist, already had
been ' elected, although not by a ma-
jority, and was awaiting. confirmation
by the Chilean Congress, so in that
respect the Nixon policy was far more
drastic than Mr. Truman’s. The latter
President, moreover, might reasonably
be considered to have had more justi-
fication, in the era of Stalin, for his
concern about Italy than Mr Nixon
had, in the era of détente, for his
opposition to Mr. Allende.

_The net effect, in both cases, still
was official Government sanction for
United States intervention in the in-
ternal affairs of another nation, to be
undertaken clandestinely and for the
purpose of containing or rolling back
Communism, And however different
the circumstances in which the two
interventions were approved, they
underscore the eriormous difficulties of
the task now being undertaken by the
special Senate committee appointed to
investigate the operations of the
American intelligence commiunity.

_The Truman documents show that

the seeds of the investigation lie deep

WASHINGTON STAR
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IN THE NATI ON
By Tom Wicker

in the origins of the Cold War. But
in the mere eight months allotted to
its operations, the Senate committee
cannot possibly rummage back through
the history of the past thirty years
to cxamine every covert operation
undertaken abroad—even if the rec-
ords were clear and easily obtained,
which they aren’t, and even if cir-
cumstances had not so greatly
changed. It would be difficult even
to cover such ground back to, say,
1960; and the task is madé infinitely
more complicated because the com-
mittee also is investigating the F.B.I
and numerous other Federal agencies
concerned with intelligence (Senator
Howard Baker of Tennessee says

there are nineteen such agencies al- |
¥

together).

The committee is charged with
looking into the operations of these
agencies at home and abroad, but
the concerns that led most directly
to its establishment were domestic—
disclosures that the C.1.A., in apparent
violation of its charter, had been con-
ducting surveillances of, and keeping
records on, American citizens. it
would be natural, therefore, if the
commiiice were to piace iis major
emphasis on uncovering and prevent-
ing unlawful activities threatening the
rights of American citizens, rather
than in investigating covert opera-
tions abroad; the latter, in any case,
present delicate problems of interna-
tional relations that the committee
will be reluctant to rais.

Statements by Senator Frank Church,
the chairman, and Senator John Tow-

er, the senior minority member, sug- -

gest that the ccmmittee will place its
major focus on domestic violations.

? %

i
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It can hardly be argued that that is
not a vital subjct of investigation
and, in the case of the F.B.IL, the
primary one. Senator Church, more-
over, is privately determined to ex-
amine the record of covert cparations
abroad in sufficient depth to develop
guidelines and policies to control them
in the future..

Still, the danger seems clear that
in demanding so much of this single
committee in so short a time, and even
with the best efforts of its members
and staff, the Senate may get far less
than it or the nation expects. The
question of domestic violations of law
by the C.LA. is already being studied,
for example, by President Ford’s. so-
called “blue ribbon” commission under
Vice President Rockefeller; and while
the makeup of that panel does not
inspire confidence that it will conduct
a searching inquiry, over-concentration
on the same area by the Senate com-
mittee is bound to cause much duph-
cation of effort.

Yet, the wording of the Rockefeller
commission’s charter so tightly limits
it to investigating C.LA. domestic
operations as to foster the belief that
the Administration has good reason to
fear any probing by the commission of-
the C.ILA’s covert operations abroad. -
Indications mount that those opera-
tiox s—as in Chile—have been exten-
sive and uiisavory, o a ucbxcc uil-

dreamed of by most Americans.

The record of these operations
should be subjected at last to the
most searching scrutiny—not that the
past can be redeemed but that the
future may be guarded. If Senator
Church and his committee find them-
selves unable to single out covert
operations to the extent necessary,
they should have no hesitation in
recommending further investigation,
and for as long as it may take, of this
dark chapter in American history.
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By Jim Squires
Chicapo Tribune

The Central Inteliigence
Agency has warned em-
ployes they may be prose-
cuted for past ‘“‘agency
practices” and reminded
them of their *‘constitution-
al rights to remain silent”" if
questioned by the Justice
Department.

In an interoffice memo-
randum, the agency said it
**hopes no one will be
charged with a criminal of-
fense.'” But the memo ad-
VL-CS employes to retain

“private counsel” and im-
plies that in case of prose-
cution they will be on their
own.

The two- page directive,
dated Feb. 6, was signed by
Duvid H. BILC dcputy
director of the agency's
clandestine opu'a

roved Emra

sion, which has been ac-
cused of carrying out illegal
domestic spying.

MANY EMPLCYES of
the clandestine services,
the so-cailed “dirty tricks”
sections of the agency, have
interpreted the memoran-
dum as another sign that
CIA Director William S.
Colby is unwilling to back
cmployes who now might
face prosecution for carry-
ing out the orders of their
superiors.

Others interpreted it sim-
ply as a warning to the
clandestine operators to
keep their mouths shut.

CIA sources said the long-
standing feud between the
agency’s clandestine em-
ployes and the “‘overt” side
(mu}:lhgcnce gathering and
ana

under fire for illegal domes-
tic activities. -

NOW THAT the clandes-
tine side is in trouble, the
weight of the director
(Colby) has come down on
the overt side,” said one
source. ‘‘It has become
very clear matmanagement
is no longer with us

The Blee mcmo implied
but did not specifically
state that the agency would
not hclp employes accused
of crimes. “It is understood
that the agency will supply
attorneys in civ’l matters,”
said one agency source.
““But if it is a criminal of-
fense, each employe must
get his own lawyer.”

The Blee memo, scnt to
supervisory personnel, sug-
gested that all employes are

past agency practices to see
if they conflict with crimi-
nal statutes’ and that “they
may be asked to volunteer
information.”

THE JUSTICE Depart-
ment has been reviewing
previous CIA activities for
the last few weeks to deter-
mine if any agency em-
ployes should be prosecuted.

The probe centers on two
areas of CIA operations, the
agency's.  counter-intelli-
gence division and the
office of sccurity, which is
charged. with protecting
agency secrets.

Colby has acknowledged
publicly that both sections |
of the agency carriced out
some questionable domestic
activities, including surveil-
lance and mf:luatmn of
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Bu._"g‘au Confirms Practice—
Authorities Say It Does |
‘ NotViplate_the Law-

By JOHN M. CREWDSON
Spezial to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, Feb. 15—The
Federal Bureau of Investigation
periodically dispatches Ameri-
can- citizens on - intelligence-|
gathering missions outside -the:
United States, according to- a
42-year-old. Florida man who
gays he and others have been
used for that purpose. )
The man, Joseph A. Bur-
ton, who for more than two
years, beginning in May, 1972,
posed as a Marxist in order to
Jinfiltrate revolutionary groups
here and abroad, told The New
York Times that he had made
“about 10" sorties into Canada
at the F.B.I’s direction.
i Anoiher undercover opera-
tive, 2 woman with whom Mr.
‘Burton occasionally worked,
confirmed in a separate inter-
view that she had made a
month-long visit to China near-
ly four years ago in connection
with her work for the bureau.

? The F.B.L, according to a for-
mer high official there, has “no
iright to run [intelligence] oper-
ations in a foreign country—
that’s the C.L.A.’s jurisdiction.” i

But neither he, nor legal au-
thorities in and out of the
Government who were asked
about the practice, could point
to any statute prohibiting the
bureau from gathering intel-
ligence overseas.

James Murphy, a spokesman
at F.B.I. headquarters here,
confirmed in a telephone inter-,
view that the bureau has in the
past sent American citizens
abroad for intelligence purpo-:
ses, but he declined to discuss.
specific cases. | - .

Mr. Burton, an auctioneer and
antiques dealer who lives inj
Tampa, Fla., told The Times;
that he ended his relationship
with the F.B.I last summer af-
ter becoming concerned about
the legality of some of the
tasks he had undertaken, in-
cluding the Canadian ventures.

He said that, last month, his
doubts led him to write to
Clarence M. Kelley, director of:
the bureau, seeking assuranc_csl‘
that his work outside the UmL-I
ed States was ‘legal and pro-
per.” .

He has received no: reply to
that letter or to an earlier one.
F.B.I. officials will not say

whether a reply is forthcoming.
Apart from his concern: that

he may have violated the law,|.

Mr. Burton’s account of his ac-

tivities, and that of his fellow
operative, provide an insight
into_a little-known aspect’ of
the F.B.1.'s operations at a time
when the agency is coming un-|
der increasingly stringent scru-
tiny.

Last month, the Senate set up!
a select committee to examine!
intelligence-gathering by Feder-
al agencies, including the F.B.I
and the Central Intelligence
Agency, whose occasionally
overlapping jurisdictions have
created some difficulties in the

past.
Talk of Albania

Although his forays outside
the United States were con-i
fined to Canada, Mr. Burton'
said, “There was some talk of
my going to Europe and also’
going to Albania. The bureau
would have let me go to Alba-.
nia. They wanted me to go.” |

He was in the process of se-|
curing an invitation to visit the
tiny Communist country, he
said, when he decided to break
off his relationship with the
bureau.

Mr. Burton said he was once
asked by an F.B.I superior
whether he would “like to go to

Mexico, walk into the Chinese

jembassy and say that you've

got this organization in Tampa
and that you want to work with
{the Chinese.” ' :

Mr. Burton then headed a
sham “revolutionary” group in
Tampa, called the “Red Star
Cadre,” that, he said, had been
set up as a front for his F.B.I
work. He said he told the in-
quiring agent that he would not
“insult the Chinese by trying to
pull something that stupid on
.them.” -

: During the Canadian trips, he
recalled, his iastructions were
‘to develop contacts with mem-
‘bers of the Canadian Commu-
nist party’s pro-Chinese wing,
and to report to the F.B.L on
-their activities, including any
:signs that the organization was
ipassing funds from China to
{Maoist groups in the United
{States. ’

| On two of the trips, he said,}
jhe was accompanied by an’
American woman who had
[adopted a similar radical pose:
:in the New Orleans area, and)
who told him that she had visit-
ed China to gather political in-
telligence for the bureau.

The woman, a 36-year-old
housewife and mother, con-
firmed in an interview in the
Southwestern city where she
now lives that she spent four
weeks in China in 1971 with
one of the first groups of Amer-
icans allowed into that country
after President Nixon's an-
nouncement that he would visit
there.

When first asked about that

trip, the woman said, “It’s bet-'

ter not to discuss any F.B.IL
operations outside the coun-
't ”

But after being assured ano-
nymity, she conceded that she
had entered China “before Nix-
on” as part of a “delegation
made up of American radicals,”
and had made “four or five”
trips into Canada as well.

! The woman asked that she
not be identified for fear of re-

prisals from the left against her
or her husband, with whom she
had worked in penetrating left-
ist political organizations in
Louisiana and elsewhere.

‘A Detail Specialist’

“The reports she submitted to
ithe F.B.I. upon her return, she
-said, were filled not only with
information about her traveling
companions, but also with her

hai_and Peking, the Chinese!
capital, where, she said she had
been introduced to Premier
Chou En-lai. : i
~“I was concerned about ev-
erything,” she replied when’
asked what sort of information
she supplied to the bureau. “I
was a detail specialist.”

Asked whether she now en-
tertained any misgivings about
her work, her voice trembled as
she said, “I spent a month in
China, wondering if I was ever
going to go home again: won-
dering if they were ever going
to find out what I was doing.

“I feel like I've put my life on
the line for a good cause, and 1
don't feel like that all ought to
go down the drain because
'someone wants to make a sen-
sational story.”

The former F.B.L intelligence
official said he had read the
woman’s reports on China, but!
could not recall whether any of!
the information had been

shared with the CLA,

Hoover's Strategy for ‘Glory’

On more than one occasion

when the F.B.I. sent a covert:
operative abroad, the official
said, J. Edgar Hoover, then di-
;rector of the bureau, would “in-
istruct us not to advise” the
{C.LA. of the intelligence that
,was produced.
i “He wanted to outscoop the
CILA.,” the man said. “He
‘wanted the F.B.I to come back
with  valuable information
‘which he would give to the
President over his signature, so
he would get the glory.”

Added the official: “He wasl!
wrong.” . i

When first asked about Mr.|
Burton’s activities, officials of:
the bureau here said that all
-queries should be addressed. to,
Nick F. Stames, the special:
.agent in charge of the F.B.L's|
iTampa field office, under whom!
Mr. Burton had worked. i

Mr. Stames, who last week;
was notified that he was being!
transferred to the bureau's
Washington field office, said
repeatedly in a recent interviewi
that he would not respond in,
any way to Mr. Burton’s disclo-
sures or charges beyond the
following statement:

“Joseph A, Burton volun-
teered his services to the Tam-
pa F.B.I. office in May, 1972,
and was able to establish con-
tact with several . Marxist-

“He was paid for his service

~in providing information and

expenses incurred in connec-
tion with its acquisition. |
“During his periods of assist-l
-anct to the F.B.I, Burton was
iinstructed not to engage in any
lillegal activitics and we have no
!informacion indicating he did
jengage in illegal activities.
! “Burton's services were dis-

{continued in July, 1974, at his

observations of Canton, Shang-|

© with foreign policy agencies

own request, as he indicated he
desired to provide security for
his family and because he was’
no longer willing to be associat- |
ed with the Communist revolu-
tionary movement.” :
The former F.B.I official said
that " the bureau maintains:
agents in a number of foreign
capitals who serve as “legal at-
tachés” and who have their of-
fices inside American embas-
sies. But he said that their role
‘was officially limited to per-
forming a “liaison” - function

and that they were barred from
“positive,” or active, gathering
of intelligence,

Not Special Agents

! Mr. Murphy, the spokesman
for the bureau here, said that
jthe F.B.L. was “not operatienal
outside the country,” and,
without confirming that either
iMr. Burton or the woman had
‘ever traveled abroad, he point-
‘ed out that neither was a spe-
‘cial agent of the F.B.L

i Asked how he would describe
the pair, Mr. Murphy replied
that they were considered
“paid informants.”

A spokesman for the CIA.,
which is charged by law with
the gathering” of intelligence
outside the United States, said
his agency would have no com-
ment on any reports concerning
the F.B.I’s external intelligence
.operations.

{ Told of the bureau’s descrip-
tion of him as an “informant,”
Mr. Burton bristled.

“What information did ¥ sell
ithem?” he demanded. “When
(they called me and told me to
‘go to Canada, was I selling
Ithem information? When they
asked me to set up ‘Red Star,’
was I selling them information?

“If the bureay asked me e go
to Canada or Pennsylvania or
anywhere,” he went on, “at
first they would say, ‘Do vou
want to go?’ After a while they'
just“s,aid, ‘You're going to Can-

Full-Time Help

Both Mr. Burton and the
couple from New Orleans paint-
ed out repeatedly that they had
worked virtually. full time for
the F.B.I.

Mr. Burton produced a letfer
from Mr. Stames showing that,
in addition to travel and other
expenses, he was paid $2323
for his work for the bureau &ur-,
ing the first seven months of
last year.

Leninist groups. o

The New Orleans colple said-
that during their service as an-
dercover intelligence operatizes
they received an average of
“about $16,000” a year frem
the bureau. .

Told of Mr. Murphy’s expizn-
ation that, because he had nin:
graduated  from the ¥¥i
tAcademy as a special agers be
!w:as officially considered zn
"“informant,”  -Mr. Brrion
ilaughedi and replied:
| “The only thing I didn’t t=2r
i[by not attending the acadery]
is how to pick up a phout and
say, ‘This is not your F.BE We
didn’t do it, no, we don't knaw
them, thank you for not calling -
us.’

“That and the karate course, T
think, are the-only two thiags 1
missed.”

Dismissing an informant s
&"somebody who- asks, ‘How
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much will you give me for some]
information,’”” Mr. Burton em-|
phasized that he received in-|
structions from and made re-
ports to his F.B.I. superiors on
a daily basis, and that he was
directed both here and abroad
to act “in-other than a passive
role.”

As his first Canadian assign-
ment, he recalled, he was in-
structed to attend a conference
of the Canadian Communist
party’s ' pro-Chinese wing, an
organization of which he said
'he eventually became a voting
imember and to which he peri-
iodically donated funds supplied
by the F.B.I.

i Without seeming to do so, Mr.| .

‘Burton said, he had been able

to cause a “rift” among some of

the leftist organizations repre-
sented at the conference. Upon
his return to Tampa, he said,
the bureau “congratulated” him
on his success.

Displaying anger at what he
deemed attempts by bureau of-
ficials to play down the impor-
tance of his activities, Mr, Bur-

'ton asserted that last July, just

ibefore he broke with the bu-'

reau; he was told by an agent:

“If you want to do a book on
your association with the bu-
reau someday after this has all
settled down, we  would be
more than happy to help you,
and we will supply you with a
publisher.” :

Mr. Burton said he declined
the offer, saying that, "By the
time you cut out everything 1
want to put in, there wouldn't
be any book.”
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House Unit Votes to Block -

2 C.LA.-Inquiry Resolutions’

WASHINGTON, Feb. 27 (UPI)
—The House Foreign Affairs.
Commiittee voted 19 to 9 today
!to bury in comittee twg reso-
Hutions calling for investiga-
ytions of the Central Intelligence
jAgency in connection with the
"coup that toppled the late

hilean President, Salvadore
Allende Gosseus.

Chairman Thomas E. Morgan,
Democrat of Pennsylvania, said
the vesolutions by Representa-
tive Michael J. Harrington, De-
mocrat of Massachusetts, were

unnecessary  because  other
committees of Congress were
going to investigate the matter.

White House lawyers and the
State Department’s - Congres-
sional liaison official both
urped the committee not to ap-
prave the Harringlon resolu~
lions. :
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| @@5%? Says CIA @gﬁgmii@m -
- Jeopardized by‘Fx

By George Lardner Jr.
_ Washington Post Staft Writer
The head of the Central In-
telligence Agency yesterday
protested that American intel-
ligence operations have been
jeopardized by “the almost
hysterical excitement” over
CIA missteps.
Testifying before a House
Appropriations subcommittee

for nearly three hours, Wil- -

liam E. Colby complained that
allegations of legal or impro-
per domestic spywork by the
CIA have been blown out of
all proportion and have placed,
its legitimate activities in dan-
ger. .

At the same time, the CIA
director submitted a series of
what he called “minor.
changes” in a report that he.
gave the Senate Appropria-!
tions Committee last month. :

Continuing  investigations,
Colby said, showéd that the
agency’s  counterintelligence
{iles over the past-ecight years
“have included files on four
members of Congress.”

He said under questioning
that “at least a couple” of,
these unidentified members of!
Congress turned up in counter-|
intelligence dossiers becausei
of their anti-Vietnam war
activities, but denied that any;
of them had been under’
“active surveillance.”

In his report to the Senate]
last month, Colby had said’
| that only one former member
{of Congress had appeared in
‘the CIA’s counterintelligence|
[program files.

Colby strongly defended his’
1 beleaguered agency and main-
|tained that its missteps were
{“few and far between . .. and
iin no way justify the public
outcry which has been raised
"against CIA”

Flanked by two aides at the
public hearing, which will be!
followed by a closed session
Colby said the
'furor has touched off chagrin

among - cooperating intelli-
gence agencies abroad, fears
among a number of individuall

CIA  agents that their

lives might be jeopardized by

public disclosures, and con-
cern among Americans who
have collaborated with the

L£IA  that. the'r husinesses

might be ruined by

“scnsational misrepresenta-

tion” of their work with the

agency.

Within the CIA, Colby said,
“the morale, to be perfectly
honest, right now is bad.” Just
a couple of weeks ago, he’
added, the agency asked ecight
firms to hid on a CIA con-

“tract, and seven of them de-

“with the trouble the CIA is
in today.”

The CIA’s domestic activi-
ties are under investigation by
a special presidential commis-
sion headed by Vice President
Rockefeller. The agency also
faces broader inquiries, along
with the rest of the nation’s
intelligence community, from
select Senate and House in-
vestigating committees ~ that
have been created in the past
month.

Addressing himself to some
specific allegations, Colby de-
nied a report in The New York
Times quoting an anonymous
ex-CIA agent as declaring that
he and other agents had taken
part in telephone wiretaps and
break-ins in the New York
City area. : )

The slim, gray-haired CIA
director said the agency had
been unable to idéntify any
such ex-employee and as a re-
sult suspected that the Times
reporter, Seymour Hersh, was
“the victim of what we in the
intelligence trade call a fabri-
cator.” ,

Colby also denied what he
‘described as charges that the
CIA manages a $200 million-a-
year corporate empire “which
could circumvent the will of
Congress.” He acknowledged
‘that the agency maintains
“certain corporate support
structures” as a cover for its
operations, but insisted that
they are meticulously man-
aged and audited by CIA
officials,

The CIA director declined,
however, to discuss at the pub.
lic session reports that the
agency worked with the Bu-
reau of Narcotics and Danger-

et
Cleerment

ous Drugs in the early 1960s
io bug apartments in various
metropolitan  areas as “sex
traps for foreign diplomats.”

“I won’t say sex and intelli
gence never got together,” Col-
thy told Rep. Bill D. Burlison
((D-Mo.), but “I'd really like to
‘talk about the relationship
with the BNDD privately if I
could.”

Under questioning by Rep.
Joseph P. Addabbo (D-N.Y.)
Colby also refused to give the:
subcommittee a copy of the 50-,
page report on the CIA's do-!
mestic activities that was sub-,
mitted to President Ford aj
few wecks ago. .

Colby said the report con-i
tained “essentially” the same!
facts he was giving the sub-;
committee in summary fash-
ion. Butl as for the report to|
iMr. Ford, he said, “I am not‘
authorized to relcase that”
Colby refused Lo elaborate cn
the reasons.

I In his report fo the Senatle
'Apvropriations Comuiittee

1

tfor the first time that CIA

ificers had occasionally spied’
;on American journalists and
ipolitical dissenters, opened
the mail of private citizens,
‘planted informers inside do-
mestic groups and assembled
the agency’s own secret files
on more than 10,000 Ameri-
cans.

In the updated “eport sub-.
mitted vesterday, he also said
the ageney conducted tele:
phone wiretaps on 27 persons,;
including foreizners, in the}
United States between ‘1851,
and 1965, when the practice}
was stopped—instead of 21 in-!
dividuals as previously re-!
ported. i

But he. denied again thati
any of these activities
amounted to a “massive, il
legal domestic intelligence
operation” in violation of its
charter prohibiting such activ-
ities. . .

Rep. George H. Mahon (D-
Tex.) interrupted: “You denied
the allegation that it was a
massive effort, but you didnt.
deny something happened.”

Colby replied that the CIA,
had conducted what it con-
sidered a legitimate counter-
intelligence effort “directed
at possible foreign links to
American dissidents . . . im;
response to presidential con-:
cern over this possibility.”

The CIA -director also sug-
gested that the files on the
four unidentified members of
Congress had been rather in-,
gress had been rather in-
nocuous and occasioned large-
ly by their attendance at anti-|
war meetings in foreign coun-|
tries which the CIA moni,
tored. :

“They were not under sur:
veillance by the CIA in any,
case,” Colby said. and then
added, “They were not under,
active surveillance.” He said’
two ‘of the- files were de
stroyed in 1974 and none cop-
tainced any material that origi-
nated in the CIA except for
one travel cable and two ca-
bles quoting  press announce-
ments of fortncoming confer-
ences.

Except for one counter im-
telligence file “still extant az.
a deceased congressman.” the
CIA director reported that the
remaining dossiers have beow
shipped to a CIA recovds cen-
ter and thus classified as “isn
factive.” .

I Despite the poor morale a
'the ageney. Colby did as-
tknowledge one silver linin:
that he attributed to receer
publicity. Normally, he saig

the CIA gets some 600 jobh o
quiries every couple of weekas.
but in the first two wecks of
January there were 1,700 o
them,

, i “Were gotting a very hi:
A RPPT7000432R000900360087 5 o fhove dor-

he said,
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The FBY's Turn

When the furor over “domestic spy-
ing” first broke several weeks ago, 'the
Central Intelligence Agency was in the
eve of the storm. Of late, however, the
resulting inquiries into the U.S. intelli-
gence establishment have broadened out
—in Congress and in the press—bringing
the Federal Bureau of Investigation into
some heavy weather of its own. Unlike
the CIA, the FBI is empowered by law
to conduct surveillance and other intelli-
gence-gathering operations in the U.S.
But a recent spate of seamy
revelations has raised ques-
tions about the bureau’s
tactics and: the way it
has used—and abused—the in-
formation it gathers.

Under ‘the leadership of
J. Edgar Hoover, the FBI
stooped to some squalid strat-
agems. In the mid-1960s,
NEwsSwWEEK learned, the FBI
planted electronic “bugs” in
two houses of prostitution in
the Washington area. “There
was a national-security ra-
tiona's,” explained a highly
placed source, “The bureau
hoped to obtain tapes of for-
eign diplomats in compromis-
ing situations, to be used pos- .
sibly in blackmailing .them
into working for the U.S.” But
sometimes the bugs -also
picked up congressmen and
other important Americans.
Hoover, according to News-
WEEK'S source, passed such
information to Lyndon John-
son ;who enjoyed placing a
stack of FBI dossiers conspicuously on his
desk while subjecting vulnerable con-
gressmen to-some political arm-twisting,

‘Club’s Hoover could play the same
ambiguous game. In the mid-'60s, the
FBI discovered that an Eastern congress-
man was among the victims of a ring of
blackmailers preying on homosexuals.
Hoover, NEwsweek learned, personally
assured the legislator that he would be
spared any publicity. Hoover extended
the same courtesy to other congressmen
the FBI had found in compromising sita-
ations. Such promises of protection were
no doubt comforting, and indeed it was
the FBI's job to shield people from black-
mail. But the mere fact that the agency
had such information could have been,
as Rep. John M. Slack of West Virginia
put it, “a way of getting a congressman
under a club.” '

Among the -more serious charges of
FBI abuse focused on a fifteen-year
“counterintelligence” pregram  (COIN-

o
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TELPRO), which was aimed at both
political fringes and at black and white
extremist groups. Before the program
was terminated in 1971, the bureau had,
by its own reckoning, mounted 2,370 sep-
arate “operations”’—digging up or simply
fabricating derogatory information about

“their subjects and then leaking it to

“friendly news media” or other recipients
in order to get the subjects fired, evicted
from apartments, denied credit or other-
wise harassed. In one such case, accord-
ing to court papers filed on behalf of
several members of the- Trotskyist So-
cialist Workers Party who are suing the
FBI, agents visited a Florida shipbuild-
ing concern and told an official there that

.one of his employees, SWP sympathizer

Ernest Able, was a Communist. The com-

pany fired Able, allegedly citing the

FBI visit as a reason for dismissal.
COINTELPRO’s tactics were as vari-

namese. That story was gleaned from
testimony before the Senate Watergate
committee in 1973. Similarly, the Times's -
Seymour Hersh discovered a 1973 al-
legation before the House Armed Serv-
ices Committee that former CIA director
Richard Helms had withheld - from the
Department of Justice letters written by
Watergate break-in conspirator James
McCord, who warned ‘that Nixon cam-
paign officials were planning to pin the
burglary on the CIA.

Such stories may be only the start of
a deluge.” All told, five official committees
are or will soon be investigating various
aspects of U.S. intelligence: Vice Presi-
dent Nelson Rockefeller’'s commission
on the CIA, select committees in the
House and Senate and two House sub-
comrnittees. An expansion of the Free-
dom of Information Act, enacted over
President Ford’s veto, will, take effect -

Oliphant @ 1975 Denver Pais

‘Of course | brought them with me—how do you think | got here?’

ous as its targets—ranging from “dirty
tricks” to what Massachusetts Rep. Rob-
ert Drinan last week described as down-
right “1hwlessness.” In the late 1960s, a
former government official told NEews-
wEEK, the FBI hired a prostitute with
venereal disease to seduce several New
Left leaders in California in the naive
belief that contracting VD would dis-
credit them with potential campus fol-
lowers -(she purportedly met with at
least some success). .

Deal? Many of the recent disclosures
about the FBI and the CIA come from
once-secret  Congressional  testimony.
Two such stories have surfaced about
FBI bugging of Martin Luther King’s
telephone and bedroom. The New York
Times reported that LBJ ordered—and
Hoover approved—an FBI check of
five of Spiro Agnew’s phone calls during
the 1068 campaign to determine whether
the Republicans were trying to make
their own deal with the South Viet-

8
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next week and will make the files of all

government agencies more - accessible.

The FBI and CIA will get a taste of the

same treatment they seem to have given

some citizens: invasion of privacy.

—JAMES R. GAINES with ANTHONY MARRO and
STEPHAN LESHER in Washington

WALL STREET JOURNAL
21 FEB 1975

-COLBY SAID CHARGES against the CIA}
are exaggerated and could harm it. '
' The Central Intelligence Agency director’
‘told-a House subcommittee that “‘the almost’
hysterical cxcitement ‘that surrounds any
news story mentioning CIA . . . has raised
the question whether secret intelligence-
operations can be conducted by the U.S."
Colby said agents abroad fear their names
will be disclosed, endangering their lives.'

Although. the CIA has made “a few m
steps,”” he said, operations against antiwar
dissidents focused on possible foreign ties|
and were “neither massive, illegal nor do-

mestic,” s

Colby withheld for closed hearings ~

. his discussion of reported CI4 sex traps

to gain data fiom foreigners. But hs

commented: “I won’t say that sex and

intelligence never got together.”

Colby corrected testimony he gave the-
Senate carlier, saying the agency had files
on four members of Congress, not one, and :
has done four break-ns in the U.S., not
three. He denied any CIA Involvement in .
Watergate after contacts with the Water-
gate burglarg prior to the break-in. |
00100360007-1 - ISR
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~ The Hornets’ Nest at Langley

By ROBERT KEATLEY .

WASHINGTON — .By now the United
States must have the world’s most-publi-
cized secret spy service. - Sy

The Central Intelligence Agency’s deeds
and misdeeds are spread through the daily
press. Its ex-employes publish books and
articles—some telling all, others loyally
covering .up some things for “the com-
pany.’” As usual, ‘assorted foreigners still
blame it for causing trouble by exploiting
such varied folks as Cambodian Buddhist
monks, Ustashi terrorists, Panamanian
students and the entire Austrian army.

More Importantly, ‘an eager Congress
and a reluctant Executive Branch are into
the act., Several congressional committees
threaten to strip away CIA secrecy in
search of alleged illegal domestic and un-
wise foreign activities, Meantime, a new
Vice President, until recently an official
overseer of the intelligence game, heads a
presidential commission appointed to do
much the same. And Nelson Rockefeller
already concedes ‘‘violations or abuses’ of
the CIA charter did occur.

All this produces hard times at Lang-
ley, Virginia. That’s where the CIA has its
headquarters and most of its staff. And
that's -where Willlam Colby, as direc-
tor of Central Intelligence, manages--nom-
inally, at least—the entire American intel-
ligence community, including the Penta-
gon’s Defense Intelligence Agency and
other organizations. Agency morale is
down and there’s gloom about the future.
A kind of ‘“what-did-we-do-to-deserve-
this?" atmosphere pervades.

Despite the repercussions, though,
there's wide agreement that scrutiny is
overdue. CTA (and other) ventures into for-
bidden domestic police work may not be as
“massive!’ as alleged, but transgressions
did occur, More than one President called
on his secretive snoops to investigate, and
even harass, political foes. Meantime,
newer members of Congress complain that
committees charged with overseeing intel-
ligence operations were negligent, and
they’re out to change that. They complain
the old boys on Capitol Hill deliberately
went too easy on the old boys in the spy
trade; where the money went, and why,
Congress didn’t want to know, '

For example, the late Senator Allen El-
lender of Louisiana for years was one of
five Senate watchdogs. Yet when ques-
tioned once on the floor about secret fi-
nancing of war in Laos, he mads it clear
he hadn't been told mych.

“I did not know anything about-it. . . .

I never asked, to begin with, whether or
not there were any funds to carry on the
war in this sum the CIA asked for. It never
dawned on me to ask about it,”” he said.
According to many critics, that was typi-
cal of the rather casual supervision of in-
telligence operations by Congress.

"But no more. Many legislators now de-
mand accountability, and the Executive
Eranch realizes it must be provided. The
CIA itself concedes times change, and it
must be more open. “The employes of the
agency and I are wholly committed to
being responsive,”, Mr. Colby recently told
& Senate committee, :

 Another Casualty of Vietnam

In part, this change reflects a broad
disenchantment with many aspects of for-
eign affairs. The origins of that may le in
Vietnam. For years, Congress acquiesced
fn war there and financed it regularly. But
today’s legislators, determined to prevent
& rerun of that conflict anywhere, secarch

suspiciously for signs of new American In.
volvement in unsavory . foreign climes.
THis produces laws which inhibit and dis-
may Secretary of State Henry Kissinger,
who believes Congress 1s meddling mis-
chievously in his affairs. And it makes the
CIA—which has often conducted clandas-
tine “‘dirty tricks” in foreign countries—a
prime target for congressional wrath and
suspicion, :

“It’s all part of the general atiack on-
complains &n agency’

foreign policy,”
hand,
. Yet this shouldn’t be surprising. This is
the age of official detente, and many
Americans think it’s time to scrap Cold
War leftovers. They no longer feel they're
fighting world communism, rushing into
every perceived breach with guns and
money. This creates more dispute about
~what the government does abroad (as at
home, thanks to Watergate). Because of its
supporting role in foreign policy, plus do-
mestic misdeeds, the CIA and other intelli-
_gence agencies no longer get their reveren-
“tial treatment of old.

But the many investigations under way
do raise troublesome questions. Issues in-
volved include those of what should be the

» The CIA has attracted a
~'swarm of critics, but is it.

. possible to have internation-

~al arms control without
good intelligence capabili-
ties? '

size, mission and control system for the in-
felligence community. "There also are
lesser questions of who should  be in
charge, and what are the possible long-
term adverse effects of the investigations
on morale and efficiency. . '

For example, there's dispute about how
Congress should oversee intelligence activ-
ities in the future. Capitol Hill’s conserva-
tives might prefer the old way of knowing
little; the new activists, however, want to
know all. But if they learn all, will they
also tell all—to the detriment of national
security? -

Keeping some secrets is essential to the
intelligence trade. Thus some administra-
tion officials worry about how to reconcile
congressional desire to keep informed with
their claimed need to classify certain in-
formation. An agreement on supervisory
procedures, as well as a trust which
. doesn’t how exist, will be needed.

Congress is also jooking at the size and
diversity of the intelligence community,
which may include bits of some 60 govern-
ment agencies. It seems likely a smaller,
‘less overlapping structure will emerge,
probably with tighter controls within the
Executive Branch as well as more strin-
gent congressional oversight. Mr. Colby of-
ficially manages all intelligence activities
already, for example, but officials say he
doesn’t really control the Pentagon’s DIA,
among other agencies. New legislation
could tighten the command and control
system. .

Meantime, Mr. Colby has given Con-
gress an additional problem. He: says therz
are ‘‘good’” secrets (the names of agents,
for example) and “bad’’ secrets (Informa-
tion which would embarrass the govern-
ment but wouldn’t damage security if re-
vealed), While he promises to be more
{alkative than his predecessors, he also
wants new laws fo kecp ex-employes from

can injure the national interest.

“To improve this situalion,” he told
Congress, “we have proposed legislation,
and I invite this committee to support the
-strengthening of .controls over intelligence
secrets.”” Already, the fdea—which hasn't’
been detailed yet—-has been denounced as
an unconstitutional effort at prior restraint
of free speech. Meantime, some agency
hands oppose it-on tactical grounds; they
think Mr. Colby is compounding CIA prob-
lems unnecessarily by seeking such contro-
versial laws now, B B

And that raises another issue: Should
Mr. Colby keep his job? ’

He Isn’t universally admired within his
own shop, and there is sniping at him from
outside. Mr. Kissinger, it is rumored, be-
lieves the CIA boss told Congress too
much, making possible various press leaks
which got it into trouble. Others say Mr.
Colby is a bad manager of the huge intelli-
gence community. Some of his employes
think - their boss should have a broader
background in analytical work, which ‘ig
the CIA’s main activity (Mr. Colby's some-
times daring career has mostly involved
clandestine operations). Meahtime, others
believe a new chief.is needed to restore
credibility, They don’t necessarily criticize
Mr. Colby; they merely contend that an
impressive outsider must be recruited if
intelligence work is to regain public re-
spect.

. Another job in jeopardy is that of Rich-
ard He'.1s, CIA director while much of jts
dirty work occurred  and now Ambassador
to Tran; There ore indicstione ATw IFalees

QAT MY, Qtums

placed his personal concept of the national
interest above the need to tell Congress the
truth; that could get him fired. ’

A Mammoth Reappraisal )

More basically, the whole concept of
clandestine operations is in trouble.
Though officials claim it has done the
country much good, the public knows
mainly about operations which have gone
wrong-~the Cuban invasion and assorted
Indochina operations, for instance. Mr.
Colby argues that the capability to pull
jobs in foreign countries must be retained
as a useful foreign policy tool; others say
clandestine actions no longer make sense,
if they ever did.

Even some former spies doubt the wis-
‘dom of keeping a clandestine division on
the payroll for emergency use. Like most
bureaucracies, it might create work to jus-
tify its existence, causing trouble overseas.
One old hand suggests that keeping such a
unit in reserve is ludicrous; it would prob-
ably never he used anyway because it
lacked appropriate skills. Therctore, Con-
gress must decide whether to retain the
capability which has produced the stutf of
countless spy novels, or to give it up.

There's also doubt about the future ef-
fectiveness of other intelligence branches.
Some employes wonder if they can attract
new blood once the civilian job market
nears normality. “We don't all run about
with submachine guns in our briefcases,”
laments a retired operative, but he fears
that image may keep bright recruits away.
If so, the CIA's main work could suffer.
That is the analysis function, which seeks
to make sense of random bits of informa-
tion, most gathered by open means, so pol-
feymalers can veach decisions with some
knowledge of what they’'re doing.

One concerned official is Fred C. Ikle,
director of the U.S. Arms Control and Dis-
armament Agency. He says an effective
CIA is needed to help prepare for slrategio
arms control talks with the Russians, and
to monitor the results.
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in ‘our zeal to ekpose improprieties: of the’

past, we might damage beyond repair the
ability of intelligence organizations to do
their job in the future. If that happened,
arms control would .come to a .dead
end. ... We cannot have arms control
wiﬁmug: good intelligence capabilities.”

" ‘Those are future possihilities. ‘Already,

- I's said, the intelligence dispute is having
immediate effects cn operations. Foreign
intelligence services are supposed to be re-

Tuectant about passing -along information -

. for fear confidences won't be kept. With
CIA morale down, some employes seek
other work. Bureaucratié ways spread
within the ageney, annoying some and de-
laying clandestine assignments of others
(a good 'thing, say critics). An outsider
can't judge tile validity of such complaints,
but they raise jissues the investigators
-must consider as they probe and poke into
the intelligence comrnunity:

What will come of it all is uncertain.
;But ‘more-adverse publicity for the Ameri-
can spy trade seems unavoidable. , A
smaller, more centrally controlled commu-
nity also seems likely. But as the many in-
~vestigators delve into the intelligence busi-
ness, many officials hope they will keep in
mind the difference between doing it over
and doing it in. . -

Mr. Keatley, a member of the Journal’s
.Washington bureax, covers foreign affairs.

LONDON TIMES
3 Febru@ry 1975

‘Deportation

: nn!ﬂfﬁqﬁ‘ -
Suugumg

of alleged

'CIA man

"By Stewart Tendler )

A Labour MP is to ask the
Foreign and Commonwealth
Secretary to deport M.r Cord
Meyer, the American diplomat
named recently as the leader of
the Central Intelligence Agency
in Britain. Mr Thomas Litterick,
"MP for Birminghant, Selly Oak, |
also wants goveérnnient action on
"CIA work in Britain. :

He has tabled questions to Mr
Callaghan and to Mr Jenkins,
the Home Secretary, for answer
this week. Mr Jenkins will be :
asked if he is satisfied with
security arrangements and about
CIA activity. )

“The main business of the
CIA is disruption and sub-
version ”, Mr Litterick said yes-.
terday. “The CIA has  been
entertained ‘by British govern.
ments in this country for 20
years.” Britain had helped it be-
cause the CIA was an agency of
a friendly state but the CIA did
not recognize any state as
friendly, “mnot even the United
- States ™. .

My Litterick said information
abour -the activities of the
cagency . had come - to light
recently rthrough books and
-statements in Washington,  le
had ne inside source of informa- |
tion,

Mr Meyer was named in an
American magazine Counterspy
-last week as’ “va Jabour specialist
on temporary assignment - to
oversee the RBritish situation *.

William E.. Colby, director of the
‘Central Intelligence Agzency, has taken

on a taugh public-relations job. He.is .

trying to reenlist public support for the.
agency at-a time when people have .
been jolted, by charges that it illegally
_spied on American citizens. He is also
trying to persuade Congress to be gen-

erous with its appropriation for the -

agency, just after admitting- that the
names of four past or present members
of Congress had been entered in CIA
files, . s R T

In a rare public appearance at Capi-"-

_fol Hill Thursday, Mr. Colby warned
the House defense appropriations sub-

- committee that there is some question -

whether the CIA can keep doing its job. -
He acknowledged that:the agency had :
been guilty of. ““some small missteps,”.

‘but ‘said that"“exaggerated” mews re- - -
. ports and “hysterieal” reaction to them’

were threatening to cripple the nation’s
intelligence system. A

M. Colby probably lost some pomts B

with the House panel in one respect: He
cited four mistakeés that he said-the
CIA had found in his earlier testimony
before the Senate  Appropriations Com-
ittee. In each case, the rew informa-
tion on the CIA’s “missteps” made
them seem slightly more serious than
the previous report had done. Il devel-
oped, for instance, that the agency had
been keeping files on four congress-
men, not on2, and had tapped the
phones of 27 persons—net 21—between

investigation would uncover still more .
serious errors. ’

. Mr. Colby’s principal point, however,
is unchanged: that the CIA should not
be penalized for its past mistakes tq
the point of losing its effectiveness in
the future.

The point seems to us valid. It needs
to be weighed, however, 2gainst the

NEW YORK TIMES
16 February 1975

COUNTERSPY EFFORT
BY C.IA. IS REPORTED

WASHINGTON, Feb. 15 (UPI)
—The  Central Intelligence
Agency infiltrated the Amer-
ican antiwar- movement in an
effort to get its own men, mas-
querading as radicals, recruited
by Soviet intelligence, a former
deputy C.LA. director said to-

Describing the double-agent
gambit as “an error in judg-
ment,” Ray S. Cline said the|
agency had -done it because'
President Johnson and Nixon.
were  ‘“absolutely obsessed",
with the bélief that the Rus-
sians were manipulating the

© Vietnam protesis.. .
never able to establish a “Rus-
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TheCIA’s publicrelations

equally valid worries of those who do
not want the' CIA's intelligence-gatker-
ing skills. turned against American citi-
zens,.as tho our own government had -
secretly declared war against dissent-
ers. . . ST
Trying to balance these opposing con-
cerns,.we come up “with the following

conclusions: > .
. The CIA has a job to do that is im-
portant to all of us—namely, finding
out what- foreign governments and
movements are up to so that our own

“planners may take their intentions inte

account.’ To do this it has developed -
specialized skills which. are by nature

extralegal, and are consequently very
. ‘haxd- to* control by law.: The problem, .

put bluntly but’ realistically, is to set
rules for the CIA which will enable it -
to skirt the laws of other governments
while adhering faithfully to the laws of

. our own. :-.

We know of no way to-do this except
the way that has-in fact been used: to
expase, fully -and ‘mercilessly, CIA

-transgressions against ‘the rights of
American citizens. If this has, caused

. problems for the CIA, the solution.is

plain enough. It is to- stop doing the
things that cause it embarrassment
and. concentrate exclusively on the job,
issupposed todo, » . .- . i

We' have no .interest' whafever in
making it less risky to commit crimi--
nal acts or to tamper witlr the rights of-

1947 and 1565. One wonders if farther : American citizens. Foreign intelligence

agencies and secret police are often as”

*willing to trespass on the rights and.

privacy of their own citizens as they
are on those of foreigners, and the citi-
zens of many foreign -countries take
this imposition as a matter of course.
The American people will not-accept it,
‘and should not. Mr, Colby must under-

‘stand this if he and the CIA are to suc-

ceed in their public relations effort.

American dissident movement.
It is now under investigation
itself. to determine whether it
broke the law' by spying on
Americans.

Mr. Cline, a C.LA. employe
for 27 years and a deputy di-
rector from 1962 to 1966, dis-
closed details of the inflitration
operations in an interview that
enlarged on
readv made public by William
E. Calby, the Director of Cen-'
day. tral Intelligence.

Mr. Cline said the counterspy
operation-—in which one intel-
ligence agency puts out an
agent as “bait” to be recruited
by a rival agency, and to work
within it as a double agent-—
appeared at the time to he “a
classical counterespionage oper-
ation.” Now, he said, he con-
siders it “an error in judgment.”

information al-

sian connection” within the

10
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" INSIDE THE COMPANY: CTA Diary,

By Philip Agee. Perguin Books, Lon-

don. 640 pp. 95 pence i '

H

By PATRICK BRESLIN

WHEN VICTOR MARCHETTI wrote The
CIA and the Cult of Intelligence, the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency censored 339
passages and a judge upheld 168 of the
deletions. The book was published last
year with intriguing blanks where mate-
rial deemed too sensitive had been.
There are no blanks in Philip Agee’s In-
side the Company: CIA. Diary. This
densely detailed expose names every CIA
officer, every agent, every operation that
Agee encountered during 12 years with
“The Company” in Ecuador, Uruguay,
Mexico and Washington.
. Among CIA agents or collaborators,
Agee lists the current president of Mex-
ico and his two predecessors, a former

president of Uruguay, a former vice pres-.

ident of Ecuader, U.S. and Latin Ameri-
can labor leaders, ranking Communist
Party members, and scores of other politi-

. ‘eians, high military and police officials,

and journalists. There is grist for a hun-
dred Latin American
pages. -

Agee tells of CIA interventions in elec-
tions in Guyana, Brazil, and Chile. In the
Dominican Republic, he says, the assassi-
nation of Trujiilo was carried out by CIA
agents using weapons sent through the
diplomatic pouch. He relates almost hi-
larious instances of incompetence. In
Buenos Aires, the officer in charge of op-
erations against the Soviet Embassy
couldn’t find it while driving his Wash-
ington superiors around the city. To faci-
litate breaking into automobiles, one ea-
ger beaver in Ecuador cluttered the CIA
office with 200 popinds of car keys. One fi-
nally understands why the Watergate
bunglers were caught.

In his book, Marchetti sought to reform
the CIA, to argue that it had strayed from
its purpose, to criticize bitingly but con-
structively. Agee’s aim is different; he
.wants the entire operation dismantled.

The CIA managed to delay the Mar-
chetti book, and then to censor it. Agee
side-stepped the CIA by publishing in

Vil mdrmsntmdm o Sam 4T oo
VWatergaies in these

England through -Penguin Books. His.

book is available since last month in most
of the English-speaking world except the
U. S. On its paperback cover is a picture
of the bugred typewriter Agee thinks the
CIA planted on him while he was writing.
A hardecover edition is expected to be

published here within the next few.

months. )

‘Inside the Company, more than an ex-
pose, is a unique chfonicie of the 1960s,
that decade of disillusion. Like so many
young men, Agee emerged from college

PATRICK BRESLIN was in the Peace
Corps in Colombia and has worked and
studied in other Latin American cour~

tries, including Chile for most of 1972-
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With this review of Philip Agee's CIA diary,

telligemce

Inside fhe Company, Book World is departing

. from its usual practice of reviewing only books available in the United States. We are dsing
so because of the unusual interest the book generated when it appeared in London Janu-
ary 2, and because of its relevance to the current investigation of the aims and methods of
the Central Intelligence Agency. Because of copyright restrictions, the book cannot be
bought at stores in this country, although it will be available in an American edition later
this year. It is now ovailable in England ond Canada in Penguin editions selling for 95
pence and $2.95, respectively. For more on this subject, see Joyce lllig's Book Business col-

- umnonpage two.
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in the late 1950s, vaguely diséatisﬁed, un- - which communism thrives.”

enthusiastic about going info a business
career, facing two dreary, wasted years in
the army. But at Notre Dame, he had
learned patriotism, and that the enemy
was communism. One of his proudest mo-
ments came as chairman of the exercises

in which the school’s patriotism award
went to then Strategic Air Command
chief General Curtis Lemay. Agee re-
called with respect rather than irony Le-
may's Strangelovian cadences: “If we
maintain our faith in God, our love .of
freedom, and superior global air
power...”

The U. S. was the bastion of democracy,
with the energy, the wisdom, and the re-

sponsibility to make other nations in its
image. But time had to be bought. The
communist menace had to be held back
long enough to give democracy a chance
‘in the poor nations around the globe.

Bored with the prospects facing him at
home, seeking something meaningful,
hoping to avoid the draft, Agee joined
the CIA in 1957. Four years later he might
have joined the Peace Corps. The motiva-
tionwould have beenthe same. -

After a stint as an Air Force officer (for
cover) and CIA training, Agee arrived in
Quito, Ecuador in late 1850. During the
glory years of the Alliance for Progress.
and the New Frontier, he fought the holy
war against communism by bribing politi-
cians and journalists, forging documents,
tapping telephones, and reading other
people’s mail. He learned that a bought
.and paid for senator in Ecuador was

worth $700 a month, raised to $1,000 when
he became vice president.

CIA goals in Ecuador during those
years were to disrupt the Left and to con-
tribute to the isolation of Cuba by foreing
Ecuador to break relations. In pursuit of
these goals, every political group was
penetrated and corrupted, riots and dem-
onstrations in which people were injured
were encouraged and supported. Two ci-

.vilian governiments fell but relations
.with Cuba were finally broken. Agee left
in 1963 confident that the ‘necessary so-
cial and democratic reforms could now
‘take place: “CIA operations promote sta-
bility through assisting local govern-
ments to build up their security forces...
and by putting down the extreme left ...

Through these programmes we buy time ., 5 3
‘to "have disturbed him more. Lyndon

for friendly governments to effect the ve-
forms that will eliminate the injusticeson

But what if the friendly governments
are not really interested in reforms?
What if improving the security forces ac-
tually lessens the chance of reforms?
Agee’s next station was Montevideo, Uru-
guay. He was there for three years, and
would learn that “these Uruguayan poli-
ticians are interested in other things than
land reform,” that Uruguay was the
“model of corruption and incapacity.”

. Nevertheless, CIA doctrine said
strengthen the security forces first. Agee
would complain that the main problem
wi-h local military )
intelligence was “the Uruguayan military
tradition of keeping aloof from politics.”
There was a silver lining. though—the
Deputy Chief of Intelligence, “a rabid
anti-communist whose ideas border om
fascist-style repression,” would some day,
Agee hoped, be chief of intellizence.
Meanwhile, another. CIA officer kept
close to a “very wealthy.fascist-oriented

'lawyer and rancher .-.-; active in #rying
to persuade military leaders to i
inpolitical affairs.” -7 iy

_ ‘What the CIA did in Uruguay: accord-]
,fngto Agee, was prop up'a corrupt, decay-
ing government by making it capablesof
crushing: a widespread and- growing
movement for radieal reform. In the pur-
suit of “democracy” the CIA pushed the
military into politics. Uruguay today is
run by the military through a civilian fig-
urehead president,” Congress is ‘closed.
there is no free press, and there are po re-
forms. -. ..~ - S

It was in Uruguay that Agee starte:
wondering about what he was doing. Or-
morning he sat in the office of the chief ¢.*
police. From ‘the floor above came t- .
screams ©of somieone being tortured. . -
the screams increased in intensity, t
chief turned up the volume of the sacc -
game on the radio. Agee learned }zi-
that the torture victim was a commz:
whose name he had turned over to the s
lice a few days earlier. “Hearing ti::
voice ... made me feel terrified ang haly
less. All T wanted to do was to get aw::.
from the voice and away from the palics
headquarters. Why didn’t (we) say any-

thing? ... We just sat there embarrassed
and shocked. I'm going to be hearing that
voice for a longtime.”

But it was a faraway event which seems

Johnson's invasion of the Dominican Re-
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'publxc in 1965 was an overreaction Agee
Gouldn’t accept."“It .can’t be -that I'm
against mterventxon as such,” he mused,
“because everything I do is in'one way or.
ano6ther intervention in the affairs of
othier countries. Partly, I suppose; it's the
immense. ‘scale’ of this:-invasion that-
"shocks."Agee and his felloiv CIA officers -
thought Johnson's explanation for the in-
vasion—that 58 trained communists were
ahont to take over in Santo Domingo—so.
absird . they adopted it - “Fifty- elght
trained communists’ is our new- station
‘password and the, an;wer is_‘Ten, thou—
samimarmes”’ . “
THe "invasion led Aaee to questmn all -

CIA efforts in Latm America. Counterin-

urdency séemed to- have stemmed the
communist threat But ‘where' were the.
reiorms” “The more'l think about the Do-
minican ' invasion' the -more .1° wonder
whether the politicians in Washington
really want to see reforms in Latin Amer-
ica” Agee began to thrmk about leavmg
theCompany 8

-In” 1966 he was- transferred to desk

duties in Washington.- The. paper work
was dull and he- Jumped at.a chance-to'go
to Mexico the next.year under the cover of *

The Washington Merry-Go-Round |

an embassy- attache working ‘'on the 1968
‘Olympic Games: Rather than controlling

agents and running operations, his job in.
Mexico was to meet people and make con-

tacts: It provided him with a way of estab-.

lishing 'distance from The Company ‘By.

‘thé time' the Olympics were over, ‘Agee

had ended his CIA eareer. He resigned.
thh the conviction that he had become a

“servant of the capitalism Irejected” asa’

university student. “I became one of its
secret policemen. The CIA, after all, is
nothing more than the secret -police of

"American capitalism, plugging up leaks

in the political dam night and day.so that
shareholders . of U.S. companies operat”

ing in poor COUHU‘XES can contmue EDJO)’-,

ingthe rip-off.” -

- In the next ‘couple of yeara, Agee de-
clded to write this reconstructed diary to
tell everything he knew. Not only would

.he expose the CIA; he would work against.
it: “I have also decided to seck ways of
. getting useful information on the CIA to
revolutionary organizations. that could:

use itto defend themselves better.”
.He spent the last three years writing
the book in. Europe; making research

h1m and

. Jack Anderson
and Les Whiiten

pistol at the taxi. The driver mx-
raculously escaped i m]un

. THE WASHINGTON POST

trips;to Cuba, and dodging the CIA At
one point he kved on money advanced: by,
a woman he helieves was a CIA agent try-

ing to gain his confidence. His training i in
decelt served _him- well durmg those
years. s ; .
. The appearance of Adee s, book now as
several committees in Washington are be-
ginning to investigate the CIA, poses an
interesting challenge. Until recently, our)
elected representatives have generally
managed to stay in the dark about what
the CIA does. Until recently, former CIA

‘Director Richard Helms's plea that “Yay'-

ve just got to' trust us. We are honorable:
men”-was énough. With the revelations o

‘domestic spying, it .no longer is, ané
. everyone concerned is loudly and right-

eously opposed to CIA activities at home, .,

, Agee has provided the most complete
description yet -of what the’ CIA does
abroad. In entry after numbing entry, UL
S. foreign policy in Latin America is pie-

‘tured as a web of deceit, hypocrisy, ang

corruption. Now that we can no longer
plead ignorance of the webs our spiders

'spin, will we continue to tolerate ClA we

tivities abroad"

s

- Thursday, Feb. 27, 1975

an assallant emmzed a
support the

revolution.”

‘He added meanmgfu]ly
Cuban
He emphasized,

CIA Weig ﬁwﬁmzﬁmwm Against Agee

B
~

between a. CIA offxcxal and B
Echeverria. .
“Mexican comrades have told

“L

Top CIA officials are debating

against Philip Agee, whose
,book about his life in the CIA
‘has caused havoc.

Agee listed everyone who had
worked with. him in the CIA in
Latin America. He also added
names provided, he said, by “a
small group .of Mexican com-
rades who Itrained to follow the
comings and goings-of CIA peo-
ple before I left Mexico City.”

It has cost the CIA “several
million dollars,” according to
inside sources, to transfer the
agents who had been fingered
and to protect its operations in
Latin Ameérica. .

protect all the local people
whom Agee listed as CIA “col-
laborators.” Among them were
many who had only routine
dealings with the CIA in such le-
:gitimate activities as drug con-
‘trol, anti-hijacking techniques
'and anti-terrorist operations.
A number of them have been
harvassed  with  threatening
'phone calls. ‘One reported that
'his daughter’s life had. been
|threateneéd and the wall in front
lof his home had heen defaced.
In Uruguay, a taxi driver
iwhose name appeared-in.Agee’s
book stopped at a traffic light.
Ancther car pulled alongside

whether to bring legal action

The CIA, however, couldn't{

In Ecuador, an engineer on
Agee’s list appeared at the U.S.
embassy to plead for protection.

CIA officials doubt that they
can bring legal charges against
Agee as long as he stays out of

the country, our sources say.’

Agee told us by transatlantic
telephone that he hopes to re-
turn home but that he will wait
until he-gets the green light
from his legal adviser.

He is represented by Melvin
Wulf, an American Civil Liber-
ties Union attorney, who said he
will withhold his advice until he
talks to the Justice Department
and learns its intentions.

“The only action they could
brmg against ‘Agee," Wul¢ told
us, “would be an espionage
charge, and that would be a
fruitiess prosecution.”

Indeed, this may be pmclsely
what the CIA has in mind. Our
own CIA sources say Agee has
‘been kept under surveillance
and that he has been spoited in
the company of Cuban intelli-
gence agents in Paris and Lon-
don:

‘Agee doesn't deny .this. “1

have scen them in Paris- and.

London,” he: acknowletlged to
us. “1 go straight .to the Cuban
emhassy. Whether they were Cu-
ban intelligence officers or not,
Idon't really care.””

that he had never been de-
briefed by either the Soviet
KGB or Cuban intelligence. But
on his own initiative, he told us,
he had gone to insurgent lead-
ers and had informed themof
his CIA activities against them.

“I am for the beeratmn move-
ments,” he said.

One’ source showed us docu-

mentation, which suggests but
doesn’t prove that Agee is under
Cuban discipline. A press re-
lease, which Agee issued in
Londen on Oct. 3, 1974, appears
to have been written by the Cu-
bans. Qur source showed us lan-
guage peculiarities, which indi-
cate it was translated from col-
loquial Cuban Spanish.

This is denied by Agee. “I
wrote that,” he declared, “right

on my own typewriter in Corn-

wall (England).” But he ac-
knowledged that it had beendu-
plicated for the press in the of-
fices of a left-wing Latin Ameri-
can publication in London.

Our CIA sources also believe
that Agee pulled his puncheson
Mexico's President Luis Echev-
erria after -receiving instruc-
‘tions from Havana.

On'Oct. 3. Agee denounced the
Mexican press for omitting his
account of a “close relation-
ship” that he claimed existed

me,” said Agee, “that the refer-’
ence to Echeverria's relation--
ship with (the CIA man) was’
probably omitted by official-
censorship order, in itself not’
uncommon there, in order to-
save embarrassment to the in-
cumbent.” Agee carefully
added that Echeverria “may
have broken with the CIA when"
he became president.” o
A subsequent Agee interview,
linking Echeverria with the
CIA, was published in the De-
cember issue of the Colombian:
magazine “Alternativa.”
Fidel Castro, eager to con-
tinue his good relations with_
Echeverria, sent a member of

1the Cuban polithuro," Carlos’

Rafel Rodriguez, on a secret,-
one-day visit to Mexico City on”
Dec. 18 to placate the Mexican "
president, according to our CIA’
sources.

Not long afterward, Agee got .
logether with the interviewer,

Gabriel Garcia Marquez, a left-.

wing, Nobel Prize writer, in-

Spain, say our sources. Both.
men issued statements. exoner-

ating Echeverria.

Agee denied o us that he re- .
ceived any instructions from-
Havana to soften his attack on,
the Mexican president. 4

. 1973, United Feature Syndicate
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Book L i

By JOYCE ILLIG" "

: Shaﬁfor Straight Arrow

CONFLICT over the United States publi-
cation rights to Inside the Company: CIA
Diary, the former CIA agent’s book re-
viewed in this issue of Book World, may
deflect Straight Arrow’s plans to publish
the book here in May. An oral agreement
was made last October between Straight
Arrow and Penguin, the book’s London
publisher, but no contract was signed.
Now, the oral agreement is being by-
passed and new arrangements made for
Ameriéan publication of the book, .
The first signs of trouble appeared
about two weeks ago when Philip Agee,
the author, visited Canada to promote the
publication of his book there. Diane;
Cleaver, managing editor of Straight Ar-;
row, went to Canada to discuss final de-
tails of the contract with him; then, dur-
ing the discussion, Penguin released!
North American rights to the author and:
Ageedecided that he should get an agent, |
“I said that would be fine” said;
Cleaver, “and I gave him some names.: -
They-didn't include Scott Meredith, The’
next thing I knew, Meredith was handling
the book and offering it to other publish-
CBFS L T L e b v
The outstanding problem In the Octo-

BALTIMORE SUN
25 FEB 1975

bLor pgreement was over tho mass paper-
back rights, which Straight Arrow
claimed and Penguin denied had been in<
cludedin the deal. “That's when the prob-i
lem started,” according to Cleaver. “We'
.would never have made an-agreement at'

!'that time, when we were the only pub-|

lisher willing to publish it, that did not in-!
clude mass market paperback rights.”,

"Straight Arrow was notinterested in mak- -

ing an offer to Meredith for hardcover:
rights alone. L s

Cleaver said they had an
Pay Agee a $12,000 advance, offered a 60-
40 split on the paperback and had a set.
advertising and . promotion budget.
(Originally, Penguin accepted an advance

' ©.- offer of $8000, according to Cleaver. Then.
when negotiations started, Straight Ar- .

row decided to “make a concession” and
goto312,000). - .
“There has never been 'any dquestion
that we would publish until the agent
came on the scene,” said Cleaver, “and
then I thought what would happen would
be that the agent would negotiate with us

‘hewouldn't feel that he wasn't getting the
rightexposure” ~. . _ -

Meanwhile, the Scott Meredith Literary
Agency, which had beén offering the
hardcover and paperback rights sepa-
rately to such New York publishers as
Doubleday, Praeger, New American Li-
brary and Bantam, was expected to close
& deal for simultaneous hard and soft-

1!ndlam baay PP Y S N
cover publication by ths eud of the week.

The bookis listed in the Straight Arrow-
catalogue, and salesmen for Simon &
Schuster, Straight Arrow's distributors,
have been selling it and orders are com-
ing in. “We're all scheduled to go and
could have the book out in eight weeks,”
said Cleaver. “We're taking a firm stand
that we have a right to publish consider-
ing acommitment since last October.”-

[Penguin Books Canada Ltd. reports a
large number of requests for the book

from congressional staff members i:
Washington, and an order of 30C0 copie:
from the Harvard Coop which could no
be filled. The Canadian distributor is ex
pecting a shipment of 15,000 copies frox
‘England this week and has ordered 10,60¢
copies of the third printing, which will be
available in March. The first Penguir
printing of 25,000 copies was quickly solc
out in England and in Canada, where 11,
500 copies have been sold since theend ¢:

eéreemen tto January with back orders for 7500 more.} _’

Lack of Fbrsy\th "

-WILLIAM F. BUCKLEY Jr. is in the Swis:

Alps'writing what e calls “my first nove
‘and almost certainly my last” Buckle:
goes to Rougemont, a small village nea:
Gstaad, to ski and write his books. So far
‘he has finished about 140 pages about ¢

‘CIA agent who was recruited in his senioz
.year at Yale. He began to plan*“a Freder,
-ck Forsyth type thriller™ a’ few months

ago in New York in discussions with Sam
Vaughan, president of Doubleday.. -

for some satisfying thing for Agee so that .~ After serving in the army, Buckley’s

Dprotagonist is given a very mysterious

mission in London, “details of which arg|
unspecifiable at this point,” according tq
the author. Buckley had intended to fin-
ish his novel with the Bay of Pigs but said)
“I'm having a little trouble trying to fig
ure how to stretch it out thatlong beeause|
I'm only in 1952. So I.might have to get =

isort of foreshartened grip on the resolu

tion.”- - - )
Buckley's own background in intelli-
.gence should provide solid material foy
‘his fiction. According to Gary Wills, a for:
mer associate, he is an ex-CIA agent and
his assoclation with E, Howard Hunt ig
wellkmown. - ioieto e

JOYCE ILLIG writes regularly on the

- publishing scene for Book World.

Ugly but Necessary Mechanism

_. William L. Colby's opinion that CIA transgres-
“sions “in no way justify the public outery which has -

_been raised” can and should be dismissed as just

that—his opinion. It is an opinion tinted by a career

‘of loyalty to the agency; the Rockefeller Commis-
'sion and the House and Senate select committees

‘will come to their own opinions on precisely the -

same subject after their investigations.

== Mr Colby's plea for a responsible and systematic -

~approach to the three parallel investigations cannot
:and should not be similarly dismjssed. The lingering
:pain from the Watergate trauma should not lead the
-nation to conclude that government agencies oper-
-ate at all times as the White House did under Ri-
‘chard’ Nixon. Nothing has appeared yet to suggest
:that the investigators will find in Mr. Colby either
"the cavalier disregard for truth or the arrogant con-
tempt for Congress and public that characterized

‘the Nixonian guard. On his record thus far, Mr. Col- .

‘by. whatever his opinions, has been relatively forth-
“coming when questioned by congressmen. At times,
“he has even told them more than they thought they
-were asking. His performance has been in sharp
contrast with that of his predecessor, Richard
‘Helms, whose distorted priorities have forced him
into a series of

realize that only through co-operation with Congress
and the Rockefeller.Commission can he re-establish
public confidence in his agency. -~ .- L

While these investigations go on, he will have the

- job of running and maintaining an agency that is, by -

the nature of its assignment, a delicate and difficult
mechanism. It is also, to many Americans, an ugly
mechanism, a reminder that persons and nations are
less civil and less civilized than they like to think
they are. Free societies need to take a skeptical look
at such agencies from time to time, and the look
now- getting under way in America is surely long
overdue. The investigators must not flinch from
their job of determining the extent to which the
rights of citizens may have fallen victim to opera-
tions of the CIA and other intelligence agencies. But
what is most important now about these investiga-
tions is that they are in fact getting under way under
a-mandate to dig deeply into the serious questions

- that have been raised. While they proceed, it is

* worth remembering that much of the CIA’s work,
distasteful as it may be, happens to reflect realities
that show no sign of disappearing soon from interna-
tional life. The persons charged with that work de-
-serve a sympathetic hearing when they ask that

-
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Joseph Alsop

The KGB's ‘Safe House’

Thus far enly one fact of real im-
‘portance has emerged from the rump-
.us about domestic surveillance by the
CIiA and ¥BIL This country, in fact,
turns oyt te be shockingly vulnerable
to the Soviet Union’s ruthless, omni-
present KGB because of a shockingly
incompetent and ill-advised counter-
“intelligence system. :

As. an illustration, consider the truly
bizarre ukase issued by the late J.

Edgar Hoover toward-the end of the -

1960s. By order, the director of the
FBI provided -a gigantic, gloriously
“convenient “safe house” for the KGB’s

- . all too numerous agents-and any other

‘spies happening to be in Washington.

A “safe house,” of course, is the
intelligence community’s lable for a
place where foreign agents can meet
their local contacts in perfect security
to make payoffs or to transmit orders
or to pick up information, Just to add
an extra touch of fantasy, the Hoover-
provided safe house was no less than
‘the second center of the U.S. govern-
ment, the huge U.S. Capitol with all
its grounds and dependencies.

Under the terms of the Hoover
ukase, the Capitol complex was put
strictly off-limits for all the FBI’s
countermtelligence men. Yet the ¥BI.
has a legal monopoly on all counter-
inteiligence - within the territorial
limits of the United Statés. Hence
Hoover's ukase meant that known So-
viet - spies. who were known to be
about to make an American contact
known to be dangerous, could still
be sure of doing so with perfect im-
punity—provided they just named a
rendezvous in the -off-limits part of
Capitol Hill

All this seemed. downright incredi-
ble to me when it was first reported
by Ron Kessler of The Washington
Post. My own check has fully sus-
tained Kessler’s story, however. There
is only one significant point that re-
mains in some doubt. It is no more
than 95 per cent certain that the Hoo-
ver ukase ‘remains in full force and
that-the Capitol, therefore, continues
to be a I{(}B safe house. That 95 per
cent certalnty is too close for com-
fort, one must add. : .

Furthermore, I think I know why
Hoover issued his ukase., For back-
ground, ydou must first understand

that the KGB maintains an enormous .

number of 'spies in this country. As a

measure, reniember that we are prior-

ity No. 1, whereas Great Britain is no
more than priority No. 4. Yet when the
KGB grew over-bold in Britain, the

Foreign Office had-to expell 105 well- :

authenticated KGB men. -

Second. you must understand that
with suchi ample human
the KGR has long given a lot of its
men part-time cr futltime assignments
on Capitol Hill. By the mid-1960s,
there were somewhere between 20 and
30 KGB men dealing with the U.S.
Congress or with the countless statf
people the:Congress
tees employ. . .

This  does not' meun that KGB
were constantly seeing senators and
represcentatives. On the contary, they
were  known to econcentrate rather
heavily on the Iawmakers' personal
staffs and also, on the committee

resources,

and its commit-

Joseph Alsop, who until the first’
of ‘the .yéar wrote a syndicated col-

‘umn that appeured on the oppesite

puge three times a weelk, is now writ-
ing « syndicated monthly  column.
This is the second of Mr. Alsop’s

‘new columns.

staffs.

But this is almost a distinction with-
out a difference. Nowadays, in truth,
domineering and able staff members .
lavgely control the thoughts and acts

‘of all too many lawmakers, especially

in the Senate. Great numbers of leit
of center staff members on the Sen--
ate side of the Capitol also constitute
a quasi-independent power bloc. They
all work together, all protect one an~
other and often join to extend their.

bloc’s power by planting friends and
allies in new senatorial offices.

I myself believe that this unknown,
unseen power bloc is an unhealthy
new political growth., Yet I must hast-
en to add that it was not and is mot
necessarily improper for these people
wor indeed for anyone else on Capitol
Hill—to  see the KGB men who have
swarmed there for sé long. The KGB
men, of course, were all masquerad-
ing, and still are masquerading, as
.Tasgg gorresponde émbassy secre-
taries, trade experts and so on.

Particularly on the left of the poli-
tical spectrum, however, the ¥BI
watch that J. Edgar Hoover staffed
with his ukase showed an astonishing
number of KGB contacts on Capitol
Hill. It would have looked remarkably
bad if anyone had made a public issue
of them, Furthermore, President John-
son was tempted to do just that toward
the end of his second term; and Presi-
dent Nixon actively wished to.do just
that in 1969. 4

It was about then that the Hoover
ukase was issued. I feel sure, there-
fore, the aim was to suspend the FBI's
former careful waich on the Capitol

“in ‘order to be protected from Con-:
gress 'if the White House went too
far in its revelations. o
So there you have it—a horrifying
story which is pretty likely to be go-
ing on this minute. The story is hor-
rifying, of course, because foreign esp-
fonage is a damnably serious busi-
ness, even in a free society like ours.
1t is so serious, in turn, because it is

dangerous to have a government, a
press, an academic world and the ranks
of science all bristling with people like
Kim Philbey; Guy Burgess and Don-
ald MacLean. I hope and think this is
not our situation; but this is certainly
the situation the KGB has been going
all out to produce ever since the Unit. .
ed States became the unique giant
_-power in our half of the world, .
If you refleet upon this story, you.
find that its main lesson is the singu-
larly unprofessional character of the
FBI approach to counterintelligente—
at any rate under the leadership of the
aging J. Edgar Hoover. Nor is this at
all surprising. To have truly profes-
-sional counterintelligence you have
to know the story from the' beginning,
which is in Moscow in the case of the
KGB. ‘ . -
The CIA, of course, is supposed to
know all about Moscow. But another
appalling revelation of the current-
CIA-FBI rumpus is the bloody bitter-
mess of the FBI-CIA feud. The -two
agencies never worked together: until
new liaison arrangements were made
by new leaders a year ago. This kind
of crippling non-cooperation can too

wacilt pasur tan .
TQSLY TOLUr, TCe

Again, the rumpus has glaringly re-
vealed the recurring dominance of do-
mestic politics. in the FBI counter-.
intelligence work, at any rate in the
Hoover era. It was polities that caused
the former FBI director to create the
KGB safe house. It was politics, too, -
that caused him to ignore President
Johnson’s order to have a look at the-
peace movement’s foreign links, there-.
by spurring Johnson to call in the CIA.

In short, the foolish may credit the
argument that the CIA-FBI rumpus
‘has uncovered a grave threat to our
civil liberties. But more sensible peo-
ple will instead perceive an gpen invi-
tation to the KGB.

THE GUARDFIAN MANCHESTER

11 Februaryj 1975

Helms may

-
‘have to
leave Iran

From HELLA PICK ‘
Washington, February 10

The Administration may soon

" have little alternative but to

put Richard Hehwns on  pro-

longed leave of absence as US

Ambassador to Iran: or’it may

even have 19 find a replacement
for him. )

The Administration is deter-

mined 10 avoid any acknowledg-

acted improperly in his pre-
vious post as director of the
CIA, But it may be able to
hide its embarrassment behind
the fact that Mr Helms will
be in such frequent demand for
the various investigations into
the CiA’s conduct that hé

18-

nient that Mr Helms may have

cannot devote himself as fully
as he should to his ambas-
sadorship. .-

Mr Helms is in growing trou-
ble. And his -troubles may
engulf other members of the
Nixon Administration, includ-
ing Dr Kissinger., Lawyers are
today weighing up the questicn
of whether Mr Helms commit-
ted perjury in his testimony to
‘the Foreign Relations Commit-
tee two years ago, when he’in-’
correctly said “ No” in reply to
a qucstion whether the CIA was
involved in attempits to
overthiow the Allende Govern-
ment in Chile. L

The Committee has now pub-
lishes! testimony by Helms in
which he admitted CIA invol-
‘venient, and also volunteered
the information that * there:
was. no doubt” that the Nixon
Administration  wanted the
Allende regime overthrown,

This may spell more trouble

~for Dr Kissinger, who heads the
i so-called  Forty  Connmittee,
which is supposed to supervise
and direct the C1A's subversne
activitics overscas. .
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Stalin did establish onc useful prece-
dent. He made it a practice to
bump off whoever served as head of
his secret police. He never .let
anybody stay in the job too long.
As 3 successful dictator, Stalin
scems to have felt that anybody

who had collected so many sccrets K

would be a No. 1 menace to
security .if ‘he ever went sour, Stalin
thought it safer not to wait. o

1 think we ought to take Stalin’s
example one step further, I think
we ought to get rid of the CIA
altogether, lock, stock, and burglar’s
kit.

.

) Ne know from recent revelations

how J. Edgar Hoover in his lifetime *

tenure as FBI chief collected dos-
siers .on the sexual and drinking
habits of congressmen and high
officials. The mere rumor that such
secrets were in his files made
Hoover the most. feared man in the
capital, the untouchable of US poli-
tics. A similar character could build
up a similar empire of fcar‘in and
through the CIA.

Those who think it enough to

establish .new oversight committees
should rémember that there have
been CIA .committees in Congress
since the agency's formation and
they have invariably overlooked the
- abuses they were supposed to over-
see. As for forbidding the agency to
engage_ifi ‘“dirty tricks,” how en-
force such a restriction.-against an
agency so secretive, so far-flung, and
so habituated to doing-in political
leaders .of whom it disapproves? it
is hard enough to kecp a tight rein
on public agencies right here in
Washington.” How to control, some-

U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT, March 3, 1875

In spite of the Central Intelligence
Agency’s top-level co-operation with
investigations into its operations, one
ofiicial offered this comment: *‘Before
Congress tears away the secrecy of the
intelligence community, it had better
decide first why the secrecy was estab-
lished in the beginning. The chief of
the KGB in;Moscow must be rolling
on the floor of the Kremlin with
laughter v

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 :

tnmcs 10,000 miles away, the kmd
of adventurers, screwballs, ahd in-
triguers an agency like the CIA

’ naturally attracts?

~ Kremlin sneeze.

" Businessmen and Washington corre- |
spondents who use their publicly
available studies on countries and |

The US government is mundated
daily by tidal waves of mtelhgence
We have a mysterioug clectromc.
NSA which taps and tapes all the ;
communications systems of tne
world; its huge “‘ears” in Pakistan.
and Turkey- record the slightest '
Even in remotest
Siberia, no babushka can milk her '
cow without being caught on candid
camera from US satelhtes on etemal
patrol.

In the Pentagon are separate intel-
ligence branches of the army, air
force, and navy, .each with its own
military attachés abroad, and over

“all of them is a defense intelligence -

agency, a DIA. The State- Depart-
ment has ifs -own intelligence and !
research division; the Foreign Sew-
ice is its eyes and ears abroad, The
departments of Commerce, Labor,.
and Agriculture have attachés of !
their own in many US embassies,

commodities know how muc¢h more

_ reliable they are than the spooks.

The Treasury has its narcotics and i
other agents. Internal Revenue, Cus-:

‘toms, and the Post Office have their
own gumshoe men. There is the FBI
and there is the Secret Service.
Nobody seems to know how much
all this costs or how many are
employcd. Conpress does know that
CIA expenditures hidden in cértain

.crevices” of the budget add up to

several billions of dollars. The exact

amount i$ unknown.

_Uriginally we were told when the‘

CIA was established by Truman in;
1947 that it was necessary—as its
name implied—to “centralize”

these intelligence activities and sum-,

marize for the White House the’

“inforniation flowing in from them.

/

We were not told, and perhaps
Truman never intended, that the
CIA would soon be engaged in
James Bond melodrama around the
world, making and unmaking gov-
ernments not-fo our liking, and in
the process sentencing other na-

i

15

suspected of bexn

tions® leaders like Mossaddeq of Iran!
and Allende of Chile to death..
" Watergate has already shown us that
to practice such crime-as-politics’
abroad is to invite its application
_sooner-or later to politics at home.

As an intelligence service the CIA
has been a bust. The Bay of Pigs
and the Vietnam war are-only the
most dramatic demonstrations that
public officials would have been
better inforined—and adopted wiser
policies—if they had simply read the
newspapers and put all that “classi-.
fied” information im the waste-
basket. The CIA has made the US
! look like the world’s biggest Mafia-
while helping to frap it into one
. serious mistake after another. Never
have so many billions been squan-;
dered on-so much misinformation.’
In its twenty-seven years of exist-’
ence—even at $2 billion a year—this’
giddy operation must’ have " cost’

upward of $50 billion. Why not get-

‘rid of it before it can: do more.
dam.u,t." ;

fiven whw occasionally, the CIA
analyses were accurate t_hcy,hava
gon¢ into the: bureaucralic waste-'

baskeis because they conflicted with
whatloffxcm!s higher up \l,vanteg

hear. One example is the sour
reports. about the Vietnam war
which turned up in the Pentagon

Papers. Another example (see the

exclusive in The Christian Science_
Monitor, January 23, 1975) was
the studies showing thére was “no
evidence to suggest” that the anti-
Vietnam war movement was insti-
gated from abroad. The Nixon
White House nonetheless ordered
the agency to gq.,gk;gad and compile

oreign agents.

. A g,ovemment like an mdmdual

hates to hear'what it doesn’t want’
to believe. . This is why no intelli-
gence age’m:y in any society ever
really understands—or can afford to
et itself understand—what is going

alli fqn. The bigger the intelligence agen-
"¢y the more powerfully its sheer

inertial weight reinforces the mis-
conceptions of the ruling class it
serves. Hence the paradox:
more “intelligence” a government
ouys the less intelligently it oper-
ates. The .CIA will go down in the
"books as a vain attempt to change
history by institutionalizing assassi-
nation. 1t desetves a dose of its own
favorite medicine. . o
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THE INTELLIGENCE DIGEST

Behind the CIA purge| TBRUAR, 190

. .

An Amcrican Correspondent writes:”™ - .
With the left wing American press launching a massive
attack against the CIA for “domestic spying”, which has
resulted in the recent resignations of four feading officials, a
deliberate smokescreen or deception operation has been set
jnto motion to deccive the public as to the true situation inside
the upper hierarchy of the Central Intelligence Agency. The
belated news media attack has been careflully managed by the
liberal element to exploit the Watergafe fiosco nnd tighten
the grip of Director of Central Intelligence, William Egan
Colby, over various CIA ollicials nho do not agree with him
and the oflicial Kissinger policy of détente with the Seviet Union,
In a managed stage-play sequence, similar to a Charlie
McCarthy-Edgar Bergen act, the New York Times belatedly
giave the cue for a general attack when left wing reporter
Scymour Hersh “broke” the story of illegal CIA activitics.
According to plan, the resulting press furore *prompted™
-President Ford to request a report on the situation from CIA
direator, Colby, which did indeed corroborate the fact that
the CIA engaged in domestic surveillance activities in violation
of its charter—something known for years by most Americans

and previously reported by Intelligence Digest (November =

1972, “Crises in Western Intelligence Agencics™).  Using this
Paviovian reaction, Colby then ordered the resignations of
four top ofiicials in the CIA'S Counter-intetligence Division.
These were James J. Angleton, division chicf; Raymond Rocca,
assistant ‘chief; Newton S. Miler. chief of operations; and
William J. Hood, exccutive officer.  What the managed press
failed to report was that these “resiginations” were in fact a
purge by Colby which resulted from a long-standing difference
in’ policy over détente with Russiz. Angleton, and his top
subordinates disagreed totally with Colby over the interpreta-
tion of CIA intelligence from behind the Soviet bloc. This
intelligence does not support the contentions of Secretary of
State Kissinger. ‘

The power behind President Ford

~ This latest purge by Colby refiects the attitude of Kissinger
as expressed through President Ford. The so-called Ford-
Kissinger palicy is-nothing more thun an extension of the
Nixon-Kissinger policy. In reality, this should be termed the
Rockefeller-Kissinger policy—as it ectually has been from
the beginning when Kissinger was brought into the Nixon
administration. At any rate, an already weak ClA has been
further weakened and will be weakened again in the future
when, amid the glarc of publicity, four Congressional com-
mittees begin further inquiry into covert CIA operations. In
Jine with the Kissinger policy, Colby and the liberal fuction
in the CIA seck to continue the purge of the anti-Communist
element, particularly those connccted with the overthrow:
of the Allende Marxists in Chile. .
It is difiicult for the human mind to grasp the full extent’
of the power wiclded by Vice-President Nelson A. Rockefeller,

WASHINGTON POST
23 February 1975

1A

Q. it is my understanding that several years ago the
CIA planted an agent named Tracy Barnes in the
.office of Kingman Brewster, president of Yale, to'
spy on student activities. Is that so? Has another
CIA agent succeeded Barnes? What happened to
Barnes?—H. T., New Haven, Conn.

A. Tracy Barnes, veteran CIA agent, suffered two
coronary attacks and died in Saunderstown, R.1, in
1971 at age 60. Prior to that he was involved with
Richard Bissell of the CIA in the planning of the
ili-fated Bay of Pigs invasion of Cuba. When that

‘Almiighty Dollar!
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his family and his collaborators. A recent report, submitted
to Congress by two University of California professors,
revealed that 15 members of the Rockefelier family are
dircctors of 40 corporations which have total assets of 70
billion dollars. Thc boards on which the Rockefellers serve

“have interlocking dircctorates with 81 major US corporations

contrelling combined assets of 640 billion dollars.. . This is
indicative of the gigantic Rockefeller power behind the purse-
strings of America. It is real power—the power of the.
It is now bcing brought to bear against
the CIA faction opposing the dangerous course of détente.

CiA evaluations for 1875

Regardless of the opinions of President Ford, Vice-
President Rockefeller, and Secrctary of State Kissinger,
several CIA intelligence analysts are forecasting a determined
political offensive by Moscow in 1975 to exploit the Western
World's cconemic and political weaknesses and to strengthen
and further the internztional Communist revolutionary
movement.  Soviet military strength will continue to grow,
especially its Strategic Rocket Force which alrcady has
throw-weight superiority over the West. The Sovict military

~ clique is steadily gaining more power and influcnce in the

Kremlin. The CIA analysts believe that détente may slip into
disaster for America and the West, ° .

Kissinger policy projections
There arc definite indications that the Kissinger policis:

will call for the transfer of full sovercignty over the Panama
Canal to the leflt wing government of Panama by the end of
1975—contrary to the opinions of many Amecrican military
and business leaders who desire to retain it under US contro),
for at least another decade. The Kissinger policy also allows
for joint US-Soviet intervention in the Middle East should
the situation become *“‘grave™.

This, of course, would be a gigantic step and would call for
US seizure of select oil ficlds in Saudi Arabia and Kuoweit, and
possibly even Iran. Russia would occupy select regions in
Syria, Egypt and Iraq and would secure cantrol over the Suez
Canal. There could even be a joint Soviet-American eccupation
of Iran. Such events are very remote—but within the realm
of stratczic planners. It must be clearly pointcd out, however,
that any joint intervention in the Middle East will be primarily
to the advantage of Russia since that nation alouc has the
present foree to carry out such an operation effectiveiy. If is
also expected that Kissinger, with the Tull consent of Rockefelier, -
will urge diplomatic recogaition of Comnunist Cuba hclore
the end of 1975. Amcrican forces are gradually heing with-
drawn from Taiwan and full diplomatic relations may he
extended to Peking later this year. These are all potential
fruits of détente—a hazy pipe dreant whicli has necessitated
the further silencing of opposition in the CIA and elsewhere,

associate, Wally Lampshire, to set up a new depart-
ment, the Domestic Operations Division at 1750
Pennsylvania Ave., Washington, D.C. with the objec-
tive of infiltrating and obtaining intelligence from
various foreign groups in the Unitéd States. In 1967,
the CIA offered Bames early retirement which he
accepted. He then returned to his alma mater, Yale,
where he worked as a special assistant to Kingman
Qrewster, specializing in alumni and community rela-
tions. At no time did he spy on Yale students or their
activities,
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pun., in: . éold;
rumor  Iills- 'and -the sitver
phantom :: spiders,.; the - tales;

“Théy are born both of. fact spoken: by
innocent who, want o, hielp. and fic-~';

by-the. guilty .who; seek

fined; and as yet uhproven stories- are
nourished in the tortured brains of
reporters,.politicians, ‘and. conspiracy
freaks who believe:the full story of the
scandal which felled a President has yet
-FEW HAVE eve;'j'appeai'ed in print
gs fact, or'for: ‘that matter, ever will

But they have taken on lives of their

own’ and their- pewsworthiness is hardly
a gauge of ‘money and manpower spent
in pursuit of them.” ’ - |
”As simple as homemade sin or bizarre
enough to test the wildest imagination,’
these tales almost always center around

“it"—“it” being what “they” were try-
ing to'cover up with all that lying, and

“they” being whoever was lying at the

time:::, ¥ Rt -

With the investigations into tbe Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency ([CIA], the
. spookiest of ail spooky things in Wash-
ington, has come a whole new rash of
clues, Jeads, and tips—all-of which, of
course, lead to “it.” o

The principal characters in most of
" them are former, President Richard
Nixon, who bears the ultimate responsi-
bility for keeping “it” secret; Richard
Helms, formei CIA director and now
U. S. ambassador to Iran, whose ac-
counts of his own participation are as
plentiful as DMother Goose ‘nursery
rhymes, and ex-CIA man E. ‘Howard
Hunt, whose failure to get anyone to
believe him may make him one of the
most mysterious characters in Ameri-
an history. . ! - C -

Ome of the hottest “new” scenarios is
an old one. The real reason the White
House tried so hard to cover up the.
Watergate burglary is: :
- The Hunt Connection—A close person-
al relationship developed hetween Hunt
and Nixon whem Hunt was-the CIA po-
Litical liaison in the planning of the Bay
of Pigs invasion and Nixon was head-
ing the National Security Council as
Vice President. in 1960.

SUPPORTING evidence if plentiful.
In a conversation five days after the
‘Watergate break-in, H.R. Haldeman,:
Nixon's chief of staff, tells the Presi-
dent that the CIA and Helms will coop-:
erale in coverup efforts because “ity
tracks back to the Bay of Pigsand ...

' i’.’he.;n'h;.lé Hdﬁinprsglé&;“' RS

Watergate:
choice truth

EALY least 6néA"';Wate,rgatelcdxinec'ted :
Jawyer has*3 piece of brush for this,
fire. His client, he-discreetly tells asso-!
“ciates; lied -about the CIA- because Nix-
‘on was more afraid of thé “Hunt prob-
lem” than any other. Sent

© 7 And® there are numerous witnesses

who ‘were involved in the. Bay of Pigs

-affair- who say they are sure Hunt

‘briefed the then-Vice President Nixon
several times. Some say hie also briefed -
President John F. Kernedy, who was
let in on the planned invasion—to Nix-’
6n's .dismay, shortly before the 1560
Presidential election.

- “But the connection runs into trouble

when: [1] Nixon denies it; [2] Huat
denies it, and [3] nobody who was con-
nected with the Bay of Pigs operation
can say they remember seeing Hunt and
Nixon in the same. meeting. B
The list of “ifs” is endless. Some are
epic. ~ - T T
In the same conversation which
spawned The Hunt Connection, there
are indications that CIA Director
Helms was more than willing to go
along with the coverup. But he didn't,
or at least he says he didn't. :
The Helms Connection—There are as|
many theories about Helms, complete!
with supporting evidence, as there are}
differing sworn accounts by ClA offi-|
cials.” |
One line being pursued by some fair-*
1y credible investigators is that Helms '
-indeed was willing to go aiong. This is’
supported - by sworn testimony that;
Helms ordered other CLA officials to
withhold evidence from the FBI and.
‘indications that he committed perjury
on more than one occasion. :
Even more damning is evidence that
the agency was beicg kept informed of
Hunt's activities in the White House;
‘both by Hunt and by another member
of the Watergate break-in crew, Euge-:

pio Martinez, who Wwas sill on a CIA:

retainer.
f'/After all, didn’t Helms once approve

.a $20,000 loan from agency funds for’

tunt and didn’t ho help Hunt get & job
with Robert R. Mullen & Co., a public

relations firm in Washington that served

as a CIA cover? Lt
But il all that Is true, why ‘was
Helms fired by Nixon? Why didn't the
CIA ultimately take - responsibility for
the break-in? Wasn’t it CIA resistance
that helped uncover attempts to ob-
struct justice? - . -
- ‘One high-ranking CIA officlal, who
was in a position to know, offcrs this
explanation: Helms was fired for refus--
ing to claim the Watergate burglary
team and to use sccret CIA funds to

~ buy their silence. ‘
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man It Washington,” says the officlal, -
“1e would automaticatly do everylhing®
he could. to make the While House be-
licve he was cooperating and at the
same time figure cut a way not to do
it. Bul when he got the call from the
President asking him to use the money,
there was nothing left to do but refuse,
That call is what they're trying te cov- :
erup.” . - Lo §
That’s “it,” all right, Helms became
“Deep Throat” for Washington Post re-
porters Carl Berstein and Bob Wood-
.ward, feeding information to the news-
paper personally or thru Robert Ben-
‘net, ‘a-Mullen company oificial' in the
'poy of the CIA. . v~ /v ¢ .
' Did the CIA official hear the-call?’
No. Did Helms tell him about it? No,
~ “Iell, no,” says an associate. “All
Helms was trying to do was protect the ,
agency. What Helms. was really afraid
-of is what is happening now. Investiga-
-tions- of the CIA uncovering violations™;
of its ‘charter. What the CIA feared
‘most is that everyone would find out it
was carrying out domestic spying.”
. The CIA has obyiously been trying to
cover up something. What is “i{"? _ ..
- The Mafia Connection —“What you
31 yltimaiely pin on the CIA if you
follew th's tr2fl” asswres an old CIA
ezamy, “is Murder One, The New York
Times thizks there were four of. 'em.
Gt rames acd everything. 3Mafia’s
been takicg contracts from the CIAY .
 Well, who's been killed? Fifty voices
whisper In unison: ‘'John Kennedy.

Resert F.. Kennedy. MMartin- Luther

Xizz. axd don't forget tte shooting of
Georga Wallece, Didn't Tony Ulasewicz
imvesiizate Arthur Bremer? Wallace
s2lf thinks C.R.E.E.P. is respon-

9

- Wazt zbout The Hoover Connection?
They say, J. Edgar Hoover knew
evertiting zbout the CIA. VWhen he
cied poison was found in his toothpaste
z-d he “weas carried out in a blanket
z=d kopt hidden urtil the funeral” by
t=2 Cubacs. | -
_ T:te Cuban Connection—Hunt was the
svernmezt’s political contact with the
-5, Tze Cubans were training io
rlears to attack Castro. Lee Har-
swa'd trained with those Cubans.

“No, it isa't,” corrects a CIA man
w20 trainsd Cubans. “You don't under-
sznd the agency [CIA]. You're toking

goiden apple just like Helms wasts

The Golden Apple Conmnection?

Azcordizz to the Golden Apple,
Ezlms was williag to do anythizg to

iact tae agzency even if it meant’
izZ a President. .

--The Watergate burglary and 2ll tais
domestic spying business is exactiy
wret trer wart Congress to look at)”
the Golden Apple says..“Then Coagress:
won't look at the fact that the CLA is!
really one big illegal clandestine opera-
‘u'bn. Everything they do abroad is pat-
ently illegal and if -anyone stops long

2R000100360007-1 l
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epough to examine the law,. that will be
the end of the CIA.

“Fhe Iraniau Connection says our influ-
enee in the -Middle East is now. theg
moest crucial goal of the nation’s - for-|
eign policy. Iran and Saudi Arabia are
the most vital te the U.S, role. The}
CIA is the dormnant force in b'stn coun-
tries. . '
St -trains lhe palace guard in both
countries,”. says the proponent of the
Iranian Connection; “‘Whoever protects
the king controls the country and
Helms is the most effective single force|
alive in Iran. He installed the shah.]
VWhy &o you think he haant been
indicted?”.

Well, what - about Henry hxssmder”
Doesn’t he control foreiga policy?-

The Kissinger Conuection—as the top. g
national security adviser and secretary ;
of State, Kissinger is in a position. to-
control the clandestine CIA operations.
The CIA sins are his. That is “it.” That
is what. “they” bave beén protecting.

“NO,” SAYS a former Kissinger staff
member. “Henry has been Ioc&ed in
mortal combat- with the CIA. He has:
been used by them for their own ends.,
He'll be out in six months because he’u
be useless to them.” i3

Who is “them.’ Whos running th_s«

. whole business?. Who's responsxble" Y
Kissinger is Helm'’s boss. Isn't he? .. |

“I’m not sure;” says a- renre-:l Penta. | :
gon official wha professes the Kissinger !
theory. “I'm convinced the CIA is a
computer, a human compuner Do 3ou !
know ‘what I mean?”” . .

U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT
2k FEB 1975

With critics nipping at their heels, the
senior officers of the Central Intelli-
gence Agency-are finally—and grudg-
ingly—going along with Director Wil-
liam Colby's view that the Agéncy
must be less secretive. Previously, any
kind of “open door” policy was
uathinkable. Now it is seen as needed
if CIA is goitig to survive its troubles.

1

lSome diplomats are spreading the un-
diplomatic view that Richard Helms's
testimony before Congress on- CIA
activities while he was the Agency's
Director have proved so embarrassing
both at home and abroad that he
should be asked to resign as U.S.

Ambassador to Iran. !
. . E—

Word from a State Department offi-
cial: “The Communists are about to
take over Portugal and we can't even
consider any form of covert action that
mighe help prevent ie—not in the

present political climate.*
et

NEW YORK TIMES
23 February 975

The C. E A
And It
Critics

By Tom Wicker .

Every time the Pentagon wants more
money, it starts talking about the dan-

_gers. of ‘war, And_every time any so-

called “national security” agency finds. )

itself being criticized, it replies that the
national security is being endangered.

" . Director William E. Colby of the

Central Intelligence Agency has taken
to that classic bureaucratic pattern,
claiming that “exaggerated” . charges

against the C.I.A. have resulfed in “al-

most hysterical excitement” that has
“placed American intelligence in dan-

ger.” But who's hysterical? Mr. .Colby-

sounds nearer- to it than anyone else.

In fact, Senator Frank Church of
Idaho, who will chair the special Sen--

]

ate committee to investigate the “in-
telligence community,” said in a
statement . following Mr. Colby’s—
though not specifically in response to
it—that he was “surprised in recent

“days at the hysteria of those who are

fearful that this committee is out to
wreck these agencies.” So should any-
one be surprised who knows Mr.

Church’s moderate temperament, the.

responsible makeup of his committee,

IN THE NATION

the “fact that its senior Republican
member is the conservative, military-
oriented John Tower of Texas, and that

another member is that stanch de- -
Barry
-Goldwater of Anzona" Some wreckmgf

fender of national security,
crew!

Who's being hysteucal mwht also be
judged by the fact that Mr. Colby was
‘not forced to call a news conference
or to issue a press release to get his
fears for the national sccurity on the
record. The House Defense Appropria-
tions Subcommittee, which “oversees”
the CIA. budget to the extent that
anyone does, provided him a hospitable
forum and three hours in which to
state his views openly—something
C.L.A. directors rarely do except when
they want to sell the public on the
great job they say the C.ILA. is doing.
The subcommittee did not, predictably,
provide searching cross-examination.

Nevertheless, since Mr. Colby was
clearly trying to suggest that the
C.LA. is being maligned and the nation
endangered by irresponsible criticism,

- certain responses have to be made—
aside from that excellent piece of

country wisdom that “bit dogs bark
Joudest.” For one thing, the oldest

bureaucratic defense known to man is

to try to shift the focus of attention
from- the substance of charges to

18

“those who make them—to convince'

‘the public that the critics are the
‘problem, rather than the thing" being
criticized.

Even before that friendly House

._subcommxttee, for -example, Mr. Colby

‘conceded that the C.LA. at one time
or arother had kept files on four
members of Congress, some of them
“anti-war.” How do we know there
were not others? For that matter, how
does he know? And just recently, i

-an interview with Barbara Walters on

“Today,” Charles Colson made a strong
case that the C.LLA. knew in advance
‘of the break-in at the office of Daniel
Ellsberg’s psychiatrist. -Saying that
-was. “beyond . dispute,” Mr. Colson

- continued:

“They processed the so-called ‘cas-
ing’ photos, they provided all the equip-
ment . . . it’s very clear to me that
they knew abouat that and actively
participated in it and assisted it, pro-
vided the means for it, helped with the
operation from beginnisg to end .
some of the memos I saw c\.rtamly'
went as high as Mr. Helms.” (Richard
Helms was director of the CLA. in
1971, when the break-in took place.)

.Mr. Colby has questioned Mr.. Col-
son’s credibility, which is indeed ques-
tionable—but ‘more so than that of the
C.LA., whose way of life is secrecy,
and undercover operation? More so
than.that of Mr, Helms, whose testi-

_mony on several points has. been

misieading or incomplete? The point is

_that a multiplicity of such allegations.

of piainiy illicit activities—not just by
the C.L.A. but by.the F.B.I. too—have
come to public attention. The sub-
stance of those allegaticns needs to be
examined and verified; and if any. of
them can indeed be verified, perhaps
others must be sought. In the course of
doing that, questions of the credibility
and responsibility of those who make
the allegations will answer themselves.

One does not need to take Mr. Jeb
Magrudér, for example, as a pillar of.
credibility to be struck by his re-
mark in a lecture this week that had
it not been for the Watergate expo-
sures, the Nixon Administration would
have become a “perpetual Presid-
ency.” By 1976, he said, according to
the Associated Press, “we would have
been in the position to elect whom-
ever we wanted to elect. Once you
learn to use the levers of power it
becomes easy.” Were the F.B.I. and
the CIA. such “levers of power”?
Could they ever be? -

Mr. Colby does not seem to under-
stand that the question really is not
the difficulties presently being caused
for the C.LA. The question is about
what Representative Lucien Nedzi of
Michigan has called “the appropriate
role of secret institutions in a free,
demacratic society.” The C.LA. is not
a value in itself, to be protected or
fostered at whatever expense 10 suew
a society, It exists only to serve that
society, and it does not do so if it
undermines, threatens or ignores the
rights of that society’s citizens, no
matter what “national security” justi-
fication it tries to plead.
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LONDON TIMES
30 January 1975

Magazine
names
CIA chiefs
abroad

From Fred Emery
Washington, Jan 29

On the eve of the new Senate
committee’s investigation of:
American intelligence a radical
- periodical in Washington. has

published the names of the sup-

posed Central Intelligence
-Agency chiefs in 101 cities round
the world.

The quarterly. Counterspy,
claims that it is doing no more
than to make Americans aware
of what host countries already
know,

More luridly, Mr Philip Agee,
the former CIA officer who has
vowed to undo the CIA in the
cause of world revolution,
wntcs in his first article prmted
in America that the “key is
secrecy and -when it is peeled
away there, standing naked and
exposed for all fo see, is the
CIA secret policeman .

Mr Agee’s book Inside the
Comparu was recently published
in, Britain.

A ClA

spokesman  today
sighed: “ There is very little
we can do about it, except
neither to confirm or deny »
An informed agency source.
suggested that the list was out
of date: the magazine claimed
it was accurate as of last June
and contained as many staff
“working under diplomatic
cover as we were able to locate .

The list is interesting for some
omissions: apparently there is
no CIA station chief in Peking,
or he is still unknown. Likewise
no one is listed for either
Tirana, or Ottawa. And their
‘men in Havana and Jerusalem
are unknown.

But their man in Moscow is
there and many others in East
Europe, as well as in Nato
countries and the Third World.

For London the well-known
Mr Cord Meyer is listed but it
is stated that he is due to be
transferred in June. According
to Counterspy, he was a “ labour
specialist on temporary assign-
ment to oversee the British
situation .,

Mr Agee claims that the
quoting of names in his book
has caused hasty replacements.

Senator Frank Church, the
newly elected chairman of the
Senate select committee to in-
vestigate the CIA and all other
intelligence agencies, has
spoken of the need to avert
disruption of the CIA as an
intelligence body.

However he has also spoken
of the threats various abuses
have po:cd at home. He stated
today: “There’s a terrible
threat to freedom imolicit in
a federal police that is operat-
ing secretly and outside the
Jaw and conducting investiga-
tion and surveillance  over
fawful Activilies of  American
CHIICHS

Mr Church’s committee—as
well as the House Judwlary
committee—~will have before it
the example of an Arvizona pro-
fessor who lost his university
job.

Approved F
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CHICAGO TRIBUNE
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‘é:@ gg}y @n %me@‘?

WASHI’\IGTON—-Henry Klssiuger is{
pouting again because Congress keeps':
making foreign policy and Jerry Ford's
eyes are sad and bleary from reading -
his own economic predictions. . .

But the real problem In this tow-n,‘
and the only one that's really any fun, !
belongs to the new Senate select com-|
mittee appointed to investigate the mis-|
behavlor of the nation’s splcs. ’ ]

Conslder the dilemma. Who will d '
the Investigating? !

"IN THE PAST, if a congrcsslonal
committee wanted te investigate the:
White House, it could round up few ex-'
FBI agents or former:members of the,
Central Intelhgence Agency and say,
“Go get ’em.”. -

1 the FBI was 'the target then CIA‘
agents would gladly do the joh. If the’
CIA ‘needed Investigating, ex-FBI
agenta could always be trusbed wuh tha
task. "

But the new mtelhgence commttce is
with g bgﬂ\ tha

FBI and the CIA a.nd anybody else who!
might have been spymg ‘when they
shouldn’t have been.. }

At first the committee thought of bor-
rowing a few investigators from’ anoth-
er federal law enforcement agency, for *
instance, the Drug Enforcement Ad-
ministration which carries out fancy
cloak and dagger operations all over
the world. Qops! Not them.

Fifty-thrce of DEA’s top agents are

. ex-CIA 'men. Everybody knows that

only ex-priests and former Mouscke- .
teers. have slxonger ,loyaltlea to thelr :
past.

Then someone suggested that it de-
tente is really all its cracked up to be,
the Soviets would let Congress bon'ow_"
a few of its spies. They scem to know
what's going on in the FBI and the CIA '
anyway. But alas, a lot of Soviet XGB
agents really are CIA or FBI agents,
and simply cannot be trusted.

- When in need of manpower, official

Washington usually “looks to the mili-
tary. But not for spies. The Pentagon's
top investigator for the last.several
years is 2 former FBI agent. Besides

he has been accused of trying to uss

“information he gathered in his last big:
case to blackmail ln:. way back’to a.
top FBI job.

Some of the best sleuths in town are

¢ newsmen. So, why not -arm them with

subpena power and turn them loose?”
Okay, which ones? Some journalists-
are ex-CIA agents. Other -journalists
are current CIA agents. And most jour-
_nalists ;can’t tel - -& CIA aﬂent from
“Mary Poppms

The committee has looked around for
a few good ex-cops. But the best ones
have all become’ b1g city mayors and
the worst ones are in jail. Almost all
the rest were either hired by the Re-
publicans in 1972 or have already been
- retained by the Democrats for 1976.

Sen. Howard Baker [R.,Tenn.), the’
only Watergate committee .veteran on
the new panel, has suggested rounding

" up some of the Watergate committee’s

‘old gumshoes. But there’s a problem
there, too. Some of the hot topics. of
interest in .the new investigation are
things the Watergate ecommittee prob-
ers passed over hghlly and saved for
their books..

BY WEEK 's end the new comm!ttee
had only one staffer, but it was. still
hopeful.

.- This problem is not entu‘ely new. It
was the same one faced by the Nixon
administration back in 1371 when it
was trying to find out who was leaking

| government secrets and cowidn’t trust

a single one of the regular goxem;nent
spies to do the job.

A check with old hands from the Nix-
on White House had turred up one
promising.lead. It seems that Charles
[Chuck] Colson, you remember him,
has this friend, E. Howard someoody

. or the other, who has a lot of other

friends who do jobs like this. They are
all experienced and looking for work.

WASHINGTON STAR NEWS
19 ¥EB 1975

Fonda fiail Read

The federal government acknowl-
edged yesterday that the Central .
Intelligence Agency intercepted the
mail sent from abroad to anti-war
activist Jane Fonda in the early :
1970s. i

Justice Department officials said
the-*‘mail cover” placed on the ac-
tress would be explained, possibly
later this week, in a brief filed in Los .
Angeles federal district cours,

Miss Fonda is suing the gr‘\ern—*“
ment for $2.8 million damages, .
charging there was a conspiracy by
the government to harass her for
her anti-war work. The lorig list of |
defendants includes former Presn-'x

|
3

br Release 2001/08108 : CIA-RDP77-00435RobBislge38bo0 et




Approved For Release 2001/08/08
THE NEW REPUBLIC

1 FEB 1975
Covering
lnieﬂzgeng_e -

On Sunday, December 22, 1974, The New York Times led
‘its front page with a 4000-word article by Seymour
‘Hersh that began: “The Central Intelligence Agency,’
directly violating its charter, conducted a massive illegal
domestic intelligence - operation during the Nixoh'
administration against the ‘antiwar ‘movement and-
_other dissident groups in the United States, according
to well-placed government sources.” In his next
paragraph Hersh added that “intelligence files on at
least 10,000 American citizens were maintained by a-
. special unit of the CIA. .. ."

No series of news stories since Watergate has had sb
quick an impact on government, while generating so
much discussion among journalists, as the Hersh pieces |
that began that Sunday and continued to appear over:
the next three weeks. The way the stories were:
written, their ‘placement in the paper by the Times’
editors, the responseé by the executive and legislative
branches and the impact on'other newsmen all tell alot
about the state of post-Watergate journalism.

Because of the way the first story was written, many
newsmen, including me, doubted whether Hersh really
could document the serious charges implied by his
dramatic lead paragraph. In the six columns of type that

followed, Hersh did present a plausible story of how
[« AN} ger lacked into the a"::opd domestic

James Schlesinger locke
activities after taking over as CIA Director from
Richard Helms in early 1973. He also reported the
concern felt by current CIA Director William Colby,
who succeeded Schlesinger. What Hersh didnt do,
however, was to name any individualsor organizations
that had been sub;ect to surveillance or infiltration as
part of the “massive” program..

Investigative reporting is a highly competitive field.
When one newspaper publishes an exclusive story its
competitors are likely to concentrate initially on
comments from those who dispute the published
allegations. That process happened to some degree
here. But no flat denials were made by the CIA or the
White House. Hersh had covered those bases. Hersh
noted in his first story that CIA Director Colby “had
been informed the previous week of the inquiry by The
Times.” How much Colby had been told of what Hersh
knew or planned to write is hard to say but one later
paragraph of the story offers a clue: “When confronted
with the Times’ information about the CIA’s domestic
operations earlier this week, high-ranking American
intelligence officials [I take this to mean Colby or an:
aide} confirmed its basic accuracy but cautioned against
drawing ‘unwarranted conclusions.”” It is hard to
believe the Times would have published the story it did
without such an assurance from someone at the top of
the CIA A

What the Times and Hersh did to follow up that first’
story reinforced the impression that they had solid but
unpublishable evidence. At the same time, however,
they.created additional doubts among newsmen that
the story was as firm as portrayed. The next day no new
facts or allegations were printed. Instead the Monday,
December 23 Times led with a call from Sen. William
Proxmire for Helms’ resignation as US ambassador to

20
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Iran and Proxmire’s demand for “an investigation by
the Justice Departinent of alleged domestic spying by -

- the CIA.” The Proxmire story was the first of several

to run during the next week that were generated by
calls from Hersh seeking comments on his initial story.
Hersh, in fact, had called a Proxmire aide in Washington
the day his first story-came out, soliciting a statement.

Monday’s Times also carried an article that tended to
blur criticism of Hersh's piece: In a separate front-page:

story from Colorado where President Ford was skiing,
Times White House correspondent John Herbers
reported Colby had called .the chief executive and!
“assured him ‘nothing comparable’ to what was,
described in the article was going on now.” In The
Washington Post that same morning, Mr. Ford was quoted
as 'telling newsimen that Colby assured him “nothing
comparable to what was stated in the article was going
on over there, . . .” a statement that could apply to the.
past as well as the present. The President also said he
told Colby he “would not tolerate any such achvnhes
under this administration,” the-remark that apparently’
justified the Times' second page-one story.

On Tuesday the Times did some more questxonable
editing. Helms was reported to have denied categorical-
ly that the CIA had conducted “illegal” domestic spying
when ‘he was director. But directly following that
statement, Hersh wrote that James Angleton, the
agency official who had run the counterintelligence
office and whio was now retiring “agreed with some of
the allegations that were published Sunday by The New
York T'”‘“ ” Aqn]o4r\n S nnnbo \Ar‘\lr“]"\ had )‘nen nuvor\. to
United Press Internahonal — not to Hersh — was that
there was “something to it,” meaning Hersh’s first
story. What Angleton had also told UPI — and what
was left out of the Times —was that the published story
had been exaggerated.

Hersh thereafter quoted Rep. Lucien Nedzi, chair-
man of the House CIA oversight committee as saying
on television, “there’s been an overstepping of bounds”
by the CIA. Only much later, in the jump of his story
did Hersh complete Nedzi's statement: “There was
some ‘overstepping of bounds,” Mr. Nedzi said, ‘but it
certainly wasn’t of the dimension that we're led to
believe . . . of what has appeared in the newspapers.’”

In subsequent days Hersh front-page storiés contin-
ued to appear in the Times, some of them containing
relevant but hardly fresh or important information.

Hersh's aggressive searching for additional informa-
tion did turn up one hew source — a former CIA agent
who talked of carrying out domestic surveillance in
New York Clty It was the only new information on

2ileged CIA activities Hersh was to bring forward prior-
to the ClA's official statement. Nevertheless the impact

- of the otiginal Hersh article plus his constant search for

publishable comment brought important reactions.
The President, for one thing, created the blue-ribbon
Rockefeller panel to investigate the CIA.
©On January 15 Colby appeared before a Senate
.'s"’pro;:nahons subtommittee and gave the ClA’s
ifed response to the Hersh allégations. He spec:fs——
éally denied a “imassive illegal domestic operation,” and
the facts he presented supported his denial. The CIA
hzd put together files on 10,000 civilians between 1967
to 1974, but 6000 of the names came originally from the
FBI for overseas checks. Colby confirmed that 1@
agents Had infiltrated dissident groups in 1967-6S 2s
part of & prograin to protect agency facilities in

CIA-RDP77-00432R000100360007-1.
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Washington, and another 12 or so were placed in
groups in the 1970s so they could travel abroad to
gather information on radical activities overseas. He
2lso said that in 1971 and 1972 newsmen thought to be
getting leaks of classified information were tailed.
Hersh’s charges had not been fully corroborated, buthe
had come close.

Where was the rest of the press? During the early

Watergate days the press had held back. Reporters
rtood aloof from the CIA story too, in part because it
seamed not to be a developing story, except for the
moves to investigate the original charges. One other!
-possible motive needs to be examined, and it has forme
2 personal side. WhileIwas assembling material for this
cizce on the press and CIA, Sy Hersh, whois a friend,
ggested that perhaps I am too close to the subject to
-ite about it. That may be true. I have strong feelings
investigative reporting and the responsibilities
2ccompanying it. [ also have past ties with the CIA| In
1039 1 unwittingly was part of a CJA-sponsored
gation that attended the Vienna World Communist
outh Festival and a year later, with a ClA-paid-for
ticket, I flew to India to attend a Youth Congress
s meeting as the American representative carrying
etings from President-elect Kennedy. In between
o0 events | was offered but turned down a job
2 CIA. On two occasions in the 1960s whenlran
essional investigations for the Senate Foreign
:ions Committee, I had to deal directly with a
.cmber of CIA personnel, including Richard Helms.
tipulate my association not as a for what
‘ows. I'm doing it because to understand the press
werage of the CIA, the FBI and other intelligence
cies, the public should realize that over the past20
years, for many newsmen, these organizations were
inost often sources of information for stories, and not
stories in themselves. For foreign correspondents, in
country after country, CIA station chiefs were often
the best men around to give an estimate of local
conditions. Reporters almost never attempted to find
out what the CIA was up to. In Washington there are
other newsmen} editors and columnists who, like me,
have past connections to the CIA or its officials. -
These connections do not mean that reporters never
have written critically about intelligence. My articles
about the CIA and Watergate — and former Director
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'AFRICANS DRAFTING
* A PROTEST ON DAVIS

Special to The New York Times |
ADDIS ABABA, Ethiopia, Féb.
20—Foreign ministers cf 43
African countries were prepar-
ing a resolution here today to
express their opposition to the
appointment of Nathaniel Davis
as the United States Under Se-
cretary of State for African af-
fairs. :
Africans have expressed wa-
- giness about Mr. Davis's assign-
ment to Chile during the time a
rightist coup overthrew the re-
- gime of President Salvador Al-
Jende Gossens. They suspect
that the Central Intelligence
Agency was involved in the
overthrow and that Mr. Davis
imight have been involved in the

“row, a delegate said today.

CIA-RDP77-00432R0001 (;0360067-1

Helms’ questionable role in that affair — speak for
themselves. With the Hersh story, however, I remained
cautious, believing that the CIA had been drawn into
domestic activities, but not convinced that. these
involvements were either massive or illegal.

Other journalists have taken different tacks. For
example The Washington Post’s editorial page editor Philip
- Geyelin worked briefly for the CIA more than 20 years
ago. He, too, has been uneasy about the Hersh articles.
When the Rockefeller commission was appointed, the
Post editorialized that the panel’s makeup was sufficient
to a task that did not involve treating “a gaping wound
in the nation’s side. . . .” Because of the Post’s editorial
line, rumors quickly circulated that Geyelin’s CIA bias
was showing. When the Post later ran a story about a
1950s CIA mail cover on then AFL President George
Meany intended to make sure that agency funds were
going to the correct trade union people, Hersh called
Geyelin to seeif he were the source of the story. He said
he wasn't. : ’ ’

What are we todraw fromall this? First that the post-
Watergate press is more openly critical of itself —inits
questioning of colleagues and in writing frankly and
critically of how it operates. Second that the grey Nao

York Times has decided to undertake what I consider
advocacy journalism in its news columns. Times
managing editor A. M. Rosenthal denies that. He firmly
told me the first Hersh story was not played“in order to
bring about an investigation,” and those stories that
followed were only carried on page one because they
were intrinsically interesting or important.” The
Rosenthal sees it, an editor who sets out in a series of
articles to influerice events “becomes a participant,”and
ke is opposed to that. :

I believe Rosenthal is wrong. Like it or not, heandhis
counterpart in The Washington Paost are participants.
Their front-page story selections set an agenda for
_government. The Hersh story makes the point. It was -
vulnerable to criticism. The White House, CIA or
congressmen could have nailed the overstatements and
tried to ride out the storm. There was, however,
enough truth in the Hersh piece and credibility in the
Times' presentation to force serious, quick action which,
one hopes, will be of a positive sort.

Walter Pincus

coup. .
The resolution is to be made
public at the final meeting of
the 24th session of the minis-
terial conference of the Organi-
zation of African Unity tomor-

The delegate, from a black
Alrican country, said ‘‘we do
fee! strongly about . this——it
seems to us a deliberate affront
to our interests by the Ameri-
can Government.” .~

He said this was the first ¢ime
the organizatipn, formed in
1963, had attempted to in-
fluence American foreign poli-

y.

The resolution would follow
the objections to Mr. Davis that
have been expressed by Repre-
sentive Charles C. Diggs Jr,/
chairman of the House Foreign
Affairs subcommitice on Afri‘i

ca.
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RADIO TV REPORTS, INC.

. 4438 AWlSCQNSlN AVE. N.\W., WASHINGTON, D. C. 20016, 244-3540

PROGRAM - . The Ten 0'Clock News STATION WTTG TV

DATE February 11, 1975 = 10:00 PH ©7TY Washington, D.C.-

COMMENTARY

ALAN SMITH: The Rockefeller Commission is but one.
of several panels set up to probe the CIA and.other U.S. Intelligence
Agencies. The other committees, either in eperation or gearing
up, are on Capitol HiTl.

‘ And their possible impact on national security is
the concern tonight of syndicated columnist and Metromedia
commentator Robert Novak. . .

ROBERT NOVAK: The many congressional investigations .
of the Central Intelljgence Agency have just begun and already
there's two obvious and profound effects on the CIA. First
of all, the Agency's covert operations, the so-called dirty
tricks around the world are absolutely dead. The real question .
‘that they -- there could be.a very useful CIA dirty trick operation
in Portugal today where there's a tremendous danger of a Communist
takeover. And a communist takeover would move%thc U.S.(wit@ ?))
strategic bases in the Azores Islands. Qbr@;, ’ (xR <

: Secondly, the undercover agents for the CIA all
ever the world are going in to their CIA superiors and telling
then, 1 quit. In other words, they're unwilling to risk their
lTives when there's a chance of then being blown out of the
water. ' ' ;

dow, this is just the begining of these congressional
investigations. The Agency's going to be criticized, uncovered
and taken apart in the weeks to come. And so I think there's
@ good chance without the covert operations and without the
undercover agents, and the CIA turning into a bunch of clerks
sitting out in Langley reading foreign newspapers and foreian
magazines. And 1 think it's about time for Congress to ask
itself this question: has detente extended far enough that
this is kind of CIA that the congressmen really want.

SMITH: Bob, I believe it's Senator Russell Long
who has some reservations about the ability of some members - .
of the Senate committee to keep their mouths shut about what
they hear in these closed sessions. Do you feel Senator Long's
concern is warranted? ' :

NOVAK: Absolutely. I think that this is the greatest
danger to the CIA. The officials are worried about it because
congressmen are notoriously incapable of keeping a secret.

SMITH: Syndicated columnist Robert Novak.

22
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\DataonOswald Appareﬁily W ithheld

ationAides|

By BEN A. FRANKLIN
Specla! 1o The New York Times ’

WASHINGTON, Feb, 22—J.
Edgar Hoover sent a memoran-
dum to the State Department in
1860 raising the possibility that
an imposter might be using the
credentials of an American de-
fector named Lee Harvey Os-
wald, who was then in the So-
viet Union.

This memo from the director
of the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation and two subsequent
State Department memos relat-
ed to it were apparently not
shown to investigators of the
Warren Commission, which ex-
amined the assassination of
President Kennedy and deter-
mined that Oswald, acting
alone, was the assassin. = -

The late Mr, Hoover's warn-
ing of the “possibility” that an
imposter could be using Os-
wald’s “identification data, in
the Soviet Union or elsewhere,
came more than two years be-
fore the murder of the Ameri-
can President in Dallas on Nov.
22, 1963. The imposter theory

but not .directly, in the pub-
lished veport of .the Warren
Commission, and its signifi-

was rejected, by implication|

cance could not be determined.
The body of the man who the
commission concluded had shot
the President-—and who was
shot to death by Jack Ruby two
days- later—was identified by
his mother and other relatives
and also by fingerprints ‘and
other physical features as that
of Lee Harvey Oswald.
" But the apparent withholding
of information from the com-
mission supported a theory of
Isome critics of the commis-
sion’s final report that the pan-
el had come to its conclusion:
regarding Oswald without hav.
ing had all the facts. .
A spokesman for the F, B. L.
said, in response to questions,
that “we can definitely state,
without hesitation, that a copy
of the Hoover memo was shown
to a member of the Warren
Commission staff in the pres-
ence of an F. B. I. agent.” How-
ever, the spokesman said that
he could not identify the com-
mission staff member to whom
the memo reportedly had been
shown, Neither J. Lee Rankin,
the former general counsel of
the commission, nor any of his
former staff aides who were
most involved in investigating!
Oswald’s background said they.
‘could remember seeing it. |
However, Hovard P, Willens,
now a private lawyer here,
himself in an interview today
as the commission lawyer who
hed reviewed the F.B.L file. Mr.
Willens, who was then com-
mission's special liaison officer
to the Justice Department, said
today that “while I do not think
that anyone can state now with
the necessary precision whether
or not he saw the Hoover
memo, it is my best recollection
that I did, in fact, sce -that
memo.”
“l do not want to be in a

FromKey WarrenInvestig

public debate with my old col-
leagues,” Mr. Willens said, “but
{ know that tehere was discus-
sion of this among other on the
staff concerned with the activ-
ities of Oswald abroad. I am
concerned with continued public
references to thie notion that
the commission overlooked ob-
vious facfs.” ~

Suggests Reopening Inquiry

" Shown the F.B.I. memos and
the two  State Department
documents ~—discovered in the;
Nationdl Archives here by a
private resercher— W, David,
Slawson, a lawyer who checked'
out rumors about-Oswald for
the commission in 1964, said
he thought the assassination in-
quiry should be reopened.

Mr. Swanson, who is now a’
law" professor at the University-
of Southern California, said he:
and other investigators had
never been shown the memos.
“We were the rumor runner-
downers, and we certainly
should have seen this material,
as we did a great deal of other
stuff that we showed to be un-
founded,” he said. |
“It may be more significant
that we did not see it, in terms
of a possible cover-up and the
reasons for it, than if we had
seen it.” he continued. *“I mean,
I don’t know where the impos-
ter notion would have led us—
perhaps nowhere, like a lot of
other leads. But the point is we
didn’t know about it. And why
not?” -

At the State Department, a
spokesman - said there would:
be no comment because all for-’
mer officials who might have
knowledge of the Oswald file
had died or retired.

Mr. Slawson said in an inter-
view that the investigation|
should be reopened also “be-
cause the interposition of an
imposter, if that happened, is a
political act.” .

“And after all, this [the as-
sassination] was not just anoth-'
er murder,” he said. “It was, by
definition, a political murder.”

Two other commission staff
members shared with Mr. Slaw-
son the responsibility for
checking out rumors, Neither
recalled  specifically having
seen the memos, but they tend-
ed to discount any thought of a
renewed investigation.

One of them, Dr. Alfred Gold-
berg, who wrote the gossip-
puncturing ‘“Speculations and
Rumors” section of the com-
mission’s report, said in an in-
terview:

“I don't have any recollection!
of having seen that [Hoover]
memorandum. As a matter of

“While I think we might have
done more had we seen it—we
might have engaged in more re-
search, we might have looked
for more, wemi ght have asked
for more from the State Depart-

fact; J am fairly certain I didn’t.|.

ment and the F.B.I.—in terms

of the outcome, I don’t believe
it would have made any differ-|
ence.” . i

William T. Coleman Jr., who
was Mr. Slawson’s immediate

superior at the commission, and
who was nominated last month
by President Ford to be Secre-
tary of Transportation, was
asked . during an interview
whethet he had seen the,
memos. . 1

“It’s been 10 years,” he ‘said,;
“and I don't remember one way:
or the other.” - . .
. He recalled, however, that his
duties “required me to see ev-
erything that Oswald had done
as a defector to the Soviet|
Union.” S l

Mr. Hoover's memo Wwas
dated June 3, 1960, Its contents
suggest that the F.B.I director
raised the possibility of an im-
poster because of. certain facts,
the memo recounts. -

1t cited @ Foreign Service dis-
patch concerning Oswald’s dec-
laration in Moscow on Oct. 31,
1959,. that he would renounce
his citizenship and noted that
he had surrendered his pass-

port.

"1t also cited a report of an
FBJI agent in Dallas of May
12, 1960, which said that Os-
wald’s mother, Marguerite C.
Oswald, “statéed subject had
taken his birth certificate with
him when he left home.”

The agent’s report indicated
that Mrs. Oswald was appre-
hiensive about Lier son's salely
because she had written him
three letters and they had all
been returned to her unde-
livered. .

Mr. Hoover concluded: “Since
there is a possibility that an im-
poster is using Oswald’s birth

certificate, any current infor-
mation the Department of State
may have concerning subject
will be appreciated.”

Two dnternal State Depart-
ment memos transmitted Mr.
Hoover’s warning. One, dated
June 10, 1960, went to the de-
partment’s Soviet desk. The
other, dated March 31, 1961,
was sent from one section of
the Passport Office to another.

Concern on Passport

i The latter memo indicated
jooncern that a revalidated pass-
‘port to be issued to Oswald in
Ipreparation for his return to
‘lthe United States in June, 1962,
‘not be mailed to him through
‘the Soviet postal system but be
idelivered to him “only on a per-
sonal basis” at the Embassy in
'Moscow. Officials there could
then be satisfied that they were
dealing with the real Oswald.
The Warren Commission sub-
sequently developed that in Ju-
ly, 1961, Oswald’s passport was
handed back to the man who
Moscow Embassy officials were
satisfied was the same Oswald
‘they had first met in 1959,
when he angrily announced his
intention to renounce his ci-
intention to renounce his citi-
zenship, The Statu Department
had ruied by then that he had
not actually given up his citi-

zenship,

None of these documents—
not the Hoover memo or either
of the State Department memos
—was in the department’s Os-
wald file as it was given to the
Warren Commission in 1964

i

-according to Mr. Slawson. '
- After the commission pub-|
lished its report, thousands of
pages of unpublished commis-
sion records were declassified
by the State Department and{
placed on public file in the Na-
tional Archives. .
Among them J. G. Harris, a
45-year-old New Yorker who
has spent nearly @ decade in
Kennedy  assassination  re-
search, found the Hoover and
State Department memos.

How the memos came to be
missing from the State Depart-
ment’s Oswald file given to the
commission but included in the
same file the Archives remains
unclear. .

Mr. "Slawson, citing recent
'disclosures about domestic ac-
‘tivities of . the Central Intel
ligence Agency, said: :

“It conceivably ‘couid have
been something related to the
C.LA. I can only speculate now,
but a general C.LA, effort to
take out anything that reflected
on them may have covered this
up.” Mr. Slawson added that
he had been “impressed at the
time with the intelligence and
‘honesty of the C.L.A- people I
dealt with.” o
A CIA. spokesman deny-
ing that the agency had ever
had any connection with Os-
wald, said the agency had no
record of ever having seen the
Hoover memo and had not en-
gaged in a cover-up. . .

A former State Department
officia] who was familiar with}
the Oswald file suggestad that
Mr. Hoover himself might have
ordered his memo removed
from the file before it was sent
to the commission, to avoid em-
barrassing the bureau. .

The former official, Rich-

ard, A. Frank, now a lawyer
here with the Center for Law
and Social Policy, said in an 1n-;
terview- that as the depart-
ment’s assistant legal adviser in
1963-64 he had been unaware
of the Hoover memo, although
he had a major responsibility
for assembling the Oswald rec-
‘ords to be sent to the commis-
Jion.
i He. said it séemed possible
ithat the memo “was so unsup-
portable by anything the F.B.I
thad on Oswald that, when the
Oswald file suddenly became
the object of a most intensive
search and review, Mr. Hoov-
er and his friends in the secur-
ity operation at State simply
made it disappear.” .

A former senior F.B.L official

who worked on the assassina-
tion inquiry said in an inter-
view that he could not recall
such. a memo_as.part of the
case file.
i At the C.ILA. a spokesman
said there would be no com-
ment on Mr. Slawson’s suages-’
tion of a cover-up. The State
Department had no comunent!
either. )

Abram Chayes, the depart-
ment's legal adviser in 1964,
who assured the comumission
in testimiony then that “very
aggressive cfforts” had been
a made 1o collect and transmit
the full Oswald file, was inter-
viewed by telephone in Mos-
cow, where he was attending a
legal conference.

He said he had no memory of
any imposter memo in the State
Department files.
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Federal Documents

Will Be a Lot Easter
5w ‘ ' .

To the Bureaucracy’s Dismay,

New Rules Make It Harder
To Keep Information Secret

. +By ARLEN J. LARGE
Ktajt Reporter of THE WALL STREET JOURNAL

WASHINGTON-Uncle Sam will be hear-
ing from Clarence Ditlow today.

Mr. Ditlow, one of Ralph Nader's troop-
ers, pestered the National Highway. Traffic
Safety Administration .in 1973 for coples of
its correspondence with Detroit. on auto-
safety defects. Invoking the Freedom of In-
formation Act, Mr. Ditlow took the bureau-
crats to court. He lost. - B B

Now Congress has changed that law, and
the changes become effective today. So Mr.
Ditlow is renewing his request for-the docu-
ments, and he expects to win this time.

Gradually and grudgingly, the govern-
ment is opening up. Watergate gave secrecy
.& bad name. Congress keeps thinking of new,

erate more openly. On- Capitol Hill itself,
more committees are writing laws in rooms
open to lobbyists, the press and the visiting

sessions to be televised, possibly putting
Senators in competition with afternoon soap
operas.

The broadening of the 1936 Freedom of
Information Act is part of the trend. Con-
gress wants the public to have access to
more kinds of documents currently locked
in government files.

Among the possible beneficiaries is Wil-
liam Taylor, dircctor of the Center for Na-
tional Policy Review at Catholic University
here. He has heen trying to see reports’ on
the Department of Health, Educaticii and
Welfare’s enforcement of desegregation in
Northern schools, but he has also been los-
ing in court. Now he is asking a federal

fjudge here to reverse the decision in light of| -

‘the amended law.

Courtroom tactics aside, Mr. Taylor
hopes that the bureaucracy will show more
enthusiasm for complying with the informa-
tion law. ““We're all going to be interested in
seeing whether there's going to be a change
in the spirit of administering it”” he says.
Burecaucratic Resistance

The history of the original 1966 law shows
that the open-government spirit was want-
ing in many agencies. “The bureaucracy
did not want his law,” writes Harold Re-
lyea, a Library of Congress analyst, in a
current article. He says this resistance has
resulted in ‘‘excessive processing fees, re-
sponse delays and pleas of ignorance when
petitioned for documents in terms other
than an exact title.”

The law laid down the general rule that
docunmients are to be made public unless
they are covered by any of nine specific ex-
emptions, such-as defense scerets, medical
.!giles, trade secrets, internal policy memos’
‘and -investigatoly records. To the surprise
of the law's sponsors, it hasn't been used
jmuch by the press. But public-interest law
firms and trade associations have invoked it
(rcpcmcdly. A frustrated official at the Jus-
tice Departnient hotly threatened to use it
against fellow bureaucrats to get a copy of
jthe FBI phone book. Some document-seek-
ing members of Cougress have taken the
government to court, ntostly without suc-
cess. : .
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| As of Today, Getting |

ways to compel the Executive Branch to op-|

high-school class from Hoboken. The Senate|-
later this ycar probably will allow its floor .

‘iclassified documents in testing whether they

" Several lost court cases anid the‘ﬁ\i"r’éau-’]
cracy's stalling tactics prompted Congress
last year to tighten up. The coverage of ‘wo!

of the' exemptions was narrowed, agencies.

were given deadlines to respond to requests,
excessive copying fees were banned, and fn-
ture winners of court cases were authorized
to have lawyers’ fees paid by the govern-
ment, President ¥ord vetoed the hill at the
alarmed behest of the whole Executive
Branch, but the veto was overridden.

The Clock Watchers

today, officialdom is looking to its defenses.
The new law gives an agency 10 working
days.to make its first response to a free-
dom-of-information request, and some offi-
cials are preparing to tight for every min-
ute. They have decreed that the clock
doesn’t start running until the letter reaches
the right desk; time spent lost in the mail
room doesn't count. To play the game, ap-
plicants are asked to write “freedoni-of-in-
formation request’’ on the -outside envelope.
In a memo of advige to other agencies, the
;Justice Department has warned that “an ef-
ficient system of date stamping for incom-
ing matter is essential.” ~ :

Many. agencies expect a surge of re.
quests starting today because of the two
substantive chahges that Congress made. in_
the law. Courts had ruled that the exemp:
tion for investigatory files covered such
things as Mr. Ditlow’s auto-safety docu-
ments and Mr. Taylor's HEW reports.
Congress sought to restrict this protection to
actual cops-and-robbers categories of inves-
tigations, and even some of these may be-
come narrowly available if there isn't any
invasion of personal privacy.

Hence, the FBI is getting ready to show
lan individual' what’'s 1n his own tile, after
iscreening out anything that would identify
an informant. An applicant will be asked to-
go to great lengths to prove his identity, in-

cluding possible submission to fingerprint-

ing.. | . .
Other investigatory records -that are
likely to be requested under the new law in-
clude data from President Kennedy’s au-
topsy and the Justice Department’s file on
the Kent State investigations.

_The new law overturns a Supreme Court
‘ruling that forbade federal judges to inspect

are covered by the execption for defense
secrets. Now, a judge will have authority to
order the secrecy stamp removed from all
or part of a document if he decides that the
classification was improper. .

That is expected to attract requests to
see CIA Director William Colby’s recent re-
port to the President of his agency’s domes-
tic spying dctivities. Morton Halperin, a for-
mer National Security Council staffer, plans
to invoke the new law to obtain previously
unpublished chapters of the Peniagon Pa-
pers -as well as official U.S. forecasts of
Soviet strategic-weapons strength,

“To some extent, the national mood has
changed,” says Mr. Halperin, who now
works for the Center for National Security
Studies here. “There’s a general feeling in
Congress, in courts and among the public
that a lot of things stamped secret aren't
really classified.”

Philip and Suc Long, a Bellevue, Wash.,
couple who successfully used the old law to
obtain tax-audit-guidelines from the Internal
Revenue Service, think that the new defini-
tion of investigatory’ files could force the
IRS to give up more material. Mrs. Longj
says it would be useful for taxpayers dicker-
ing with the IRS over disputed sums to see
how similar cases were settled, but these
records have been classed as investigatory
files. She thinks that the new definition
might open them up “but it depends ¢n how
the courts go.”

_The new rule allowing judges to order!

DP77-

With these provisions becoming effeg:tive‘

Inut,” last year was the official moniter of
‘ladvisory-committee practices in the White

‘the government to pay lawyers’ fees of s
‘cessful seekers for documents will “dramat-
ically” increase the mumber of court chal-
lenges, predicts Mark Lynch, another Nader
assoclate. Mr. Lynch observes that so far
the number of lawyers specializing in free-
dom-of-information cases has been rela-
tively small and that they have generally
drawn ‘a careful bead on government se-| -
crecy abuses. With more lawyers moving
into the field, he expects “we’re probably
going to have some pretty harebrained
cases.” L
The Advisory Committees
Congress also has been trying to regmire;
more openness in the work of the 1,118 advi-
sory committees of outside specialists that
give policy coaching to federal agemcies.
Pressed by Democratic Sen. Lee Meteal of
Montana, Congress in 1972 sought to require
advisory committees to publicize their
‘meetings in advance and to open them to
the public. The law says a meeting can be
closed only if the subject matter discussed
falls into one of those nine exemptions to the
Freedom of Information Act. :
The Defense Department promptly
. closed the doors on meetings of its advisory
“committee on women in the armed forces,
contending that the talk would deal with the
same subjects covered in internal policy
memos. A federal judge ruled that this
wasn't a valid reason, complaining sharply
-that’ “the penchant for unjustified govern-|
ment secrecy repeatedly evidenced in cases
under the Freedom of Information Act
iseems to be present here.” ’
Despite this and similar court rulings,
crities of the advisory committees say there
is still too much secrecy and not enough agd-
vance notice of the meetings. Chester War-
ner,. a self-described, ‘“‘open-government

House Office of Management and Budget. A
check of committee meetings in December|
showed that about 45% were closed, he re-
ports, After a dispute with OMB higher-ups
about the makeup.of an Interior Depart-
ment advisory committee on oil, Mr. War-
ner quit last month.
Congress Opens Up
These congressional open-governwment
laws ironically don't apply to Congress it-
self; the Freedom of Information Act
couldn't be legally invoked to get an early
committee draft of a bill, for example. But
the point is increasingly moot because mare
i bill-drafting sessions of congressional cem-
I mittees are being held with open doors.
Pending in the Senate Rules Commitles
is a proposal backed by influential members
of both parties allowing floor sessions of the
full Senate to be televised. Cameras of amy |
kind currently are taboo in that chambes,
The TV cameras would be run by the Sen-
ate, but commercial networks would be ak
lowed to tap into the Capitol’s closed-ciromit
system. §
The motive primarily is a political reze-
tion to the low public esteem in which Cez-
gress is held. Republican Sen. J. Glears}
Beall of Maryland says he hopes that ““thiz
increased familiarity with the processes ef,
government will boost confidence in Con-'
gress while making Senators more account-
able to their constituents.” 1
Florida's Senators especially make a Lig
.point of demanding ‘government in the smr
-shine.” Democrat Lawton Chiles is the lead-
'ing crusader for open commitlee meetings,
while his freshman colleague, Richard
Stone, goes even further, Sen. Stone refuses
to attend the still-secret caucuses of Senate
Democrats, and, in the ultimate symbef of
jopen government, he has taken his office
5door off its hinges.
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4 T’ Lo e C to get information? The question was brought home to

» hp R e“W Ru}@% many through the Watergate disclosures and the more

. g (Y . . recent.disclosures of apparently illegal spying on citizens
RPN AU . : by the Central Intelligence Agency. ' :

. Ironically, the act also effectively restricted not only the

Tights of the people, but_those of the legislative branch.’

On Freedom

Of Information.

vy

" By MARTIN ARNOLD : .

Next week, on the 19th, over the objections of President
‘Ford, the Central Intelligence Agency, the Federal Bureau’
of Investigation, the Pentagon, the State Department and,
in fact, probably over the objections of; almost every -rank-
jng member of the Federal bureaucracy, 17 amendments to_
‘the Freedom of Information Act go into effect. ~ -7

The results could be important, particularly for jou‘malists“
who under the old act usually did not press their legitimate -
demands for Government information simply 'because the:
process took so much time. - "

The Reporters Committee
Washington estimates that there were only a half a dozen |
or so major press attempts to get information through the i
pravisions of the old act. 1t -was put to perhap$ its most |
spectacular use by N.B.C-T.V.s Carl Stern. He broke the
story of the Federal Bureau of Investigation counterintelli-:
¥hce group that infilrated the New- Left. It took the per-"
sistent Mr. Stern 20 months of litigation. T ‘

Under the precdding of consumer groups, such as Ralph |

Nader’s, and of the media, the original Freedom of .Infor- ]
mation Act was passed in 1966 and signed by President |
Johnson. Then, as now, it was opposed by nearly every de- i
purtment and agency in the Federal Government, but most‘g
particularly by those involved in criminal investigations and !
in gathering foreign and domestic intelligence.
. The 1066 act permitted private persons to file complaints :
in Federal District Courts to force Government agencies’
to produce information they were withholding. Exempt from
the act were medical reports, an agency’s internal -rules
and regulations, confidential trade ‘secrets, and foreign’
policy and national defense information that had been
classified secret by Presidential Executive Order.

That bill simply didn’t work. The process was not only
lengthy but so costly that unless a citizen was wealthy or
had the financial aid of an interested group, he"could go
broke trying to get information out of the buréaucracy.

Finally, the law put the burden on the citizen and his
surrogate, the reporter. The effect was that of an implicit
rejection of the philosophical point that the government
is, after -all, us, not them, and-the information-belongs to-
us nct them. Why should people have to struggle so hard

LOS ANGELES TIMES
15 February 1975

CIA Did Open Mail,
Fonda Lawyer Says

BY KENNETH REICH |

Times Political Writar

~ An atorney for actress Jane Fonda said Friday he has
been informed by the US. Justice Department that the
Central Intclligence Ageney is now ready to admit in a
paper to be filed in U.S. District Court here that it opened-
.mail arriving for Miss Fonda from abroad.

Leonard Weinglass, the atlorney, said he had been told
by Ed Christianbury, a Justice Department attorney in
AVashington. that the CIA would drop its denial, made ina”
court filing six months ago, that it had involved itself in
investigating Miss Fonda.

*Phis is the first time in a legal proceeding that the CIA
‘has admitted taking action .against an individual in the -
‘United States," Weinglass declared.
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1973, had named

Senator Howard Baker Jr., the Tennessee Republican, has
said recently that.he 'and his colleagues on the Watergate
.Committee were unable to get the C.J.A. to declassify its
files on persons who had knowledge about Watergate.-

- Few claim thad the new amendments will lead to more
- disclosures “with jthe impact of Watérgate, But the new
gmendments}, designed to make it easier, quicker and less.
costly to get Government information, are in ‘a sense a
-product of the atmosphere of Watergate. They passed Con-
gress overwhelmingly, and were vetoed by President Ford
on Oct. 17, 1974, About a month later, Congress overrode.
‘the President’s veto, again overwhelmingly. .
- The exemptions in the-original act still stand. But one of
the amendments” gives -a Federal. judge the authority to
review in private ;classified foreign policy and’ national
_Hefense information,. at the behest of a petitioner, to de-
termine whether it shauld, in‘fact, be classified. ’

Another key amendment sets a strict timetable for the
Government's response to a request for information. In
general, an agency will have no more than 10 days to
make the. informvatior'x available or to deny it, with' 20
_additional working days to-decide on appeals.

That amendment whs objected to by the President, as-was
a third that award court costs:-to an individual -who
successfully brings shit to force the disclosure of informa-
tion or documents. There is even a form of punishment. for
officials who withhold them. ¥ S = 7.0 . T :
. The punishment jclause could be the - one that. really
'speeds up the .flow of. information from the Government
1o the people. A zsuccessful litigant can get the Civil
Service: Commission -to susend “wifhout -pay" for 80 days
a bureaucrat who arbitrarily withheld -information.

Rased on past egperience, no one’ really expects the
Government to live easily with the new amendments. But
under the new act information will be more accessible’ to
the public even if it takes a.year or sO of constant law
suits to get the bureaucracy to-begin to cooperate.

still, among the press, the feeling is that in the new
amendments Congress did & gocd job of balancing one of
the inner tensions of a demccratic society: the people’s right
‘to know vs. the Government’s need to protect legitimate
secrets. Surely, most Federal judges will be just as sensitive
to national security, and probably just as sophisticated in
deciding those issues, as are tha/ Cabinet officers and their
Undersecrataries who control the many thousands of Navy
‘ensigns ‘and Air Force lieutenanis who have the authority
to stamp documents classified, and the many more
thousands of Government™ clerks who now casually turn
down citizens’ requests for information. :

" Martin Arnold is a New York Times reporter \vhb'épeciaf-/
-izes in press affairs. . ;.

i *It's rather curious that they first make a flat denial and
then, after the Rockefeller Commission makes a few inter-
}'liews. the government comes in and withdraws the deni-
. The Rockefelier Commission is investigating allegations,
of illegal domestic activites by the CIA. :
Attempts to reach Christianbury for comment were un-*
availing. & woman identifying herself as his secretary in-

" dicated he declined to return calls.

- Miss Fonda has a suit pending in US. Dist. Judge Mal-
‘colm M. Lucas' court here asking the courts Lo enjoin a va-
riety of government agenews from engaging in surveil-
lance of her activitics and asking for monetary damages
exceoding $2 mijtion. '
" ‘The acire gctive in the antiwar movement. re-
mains poli ~dm a number of dissident causes.
Weingk Lies Fondi's original complaint, filed in
director of the CIA. The CIA, along
with other government agencics, subsequently admitted
keeping files on her, but it denied it had actually initiated
the collection of any information.
¢ However, Weinglass, said, Christianbury telephoned him
‘this weck 10 say that the CIA denial was in crror.
-~ "Christianbury acknowledged that they had opened mail
coming in to Janc Fonda from overseas"” Weinglass said.
“That would have been in violation of the law"
CIA-RDP77-00432R000100360007-1
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Robert Karen

Fighting the

In the winter of 1945 in northern It-
aly, the Gestapo: picked up a young
Italian resistance worker and tortured

“her for 45 days. Convinced that giving
them information of any kind would
make her immediately dispensable, she
never taiked and in the end was made
to type her own death sentence. How-
ever,'on the day she was to be execu-
ted, two men in Gestapo uniforms took
her away for some “final questioning.”
-Inexplicably, they left her at a hospital
and in two years she was fully re-
covered. - .

Today, almost 30 years later, Ginetta
‘Sagan has become one of the major or-
ganizers for Amnesty International, the
London-based group that “adopts” and
fights for the release of political pris-
oners.the world over. Founded. in 1961

o

Mr. Karen, former press secretary

to New York City Councilman Carter .

Burden, is now a freelance. writer.
This article is edapted from a picce
which appeared originally in The
Nation, ’ '

by a British lawyer, Peter Beneson,
Amnesty has 38,000 members in 32
‘countries and claims responsibility for
the release of more than 10,000 politi-
cal prisoners.

Sagan became involved with Amnes-
ty International 1967, when the Greek
junta took power; it was the first time

since the war that repression and tor- -

ture again touched her life. “I had a
lot of friends who werc in jail because
so many of them had studied in France
when I was there. My former professor
there had just met Christos Sartze-
takis, who is the judge portrayed in
the movie Z. They were sending me
file after {ile of prisoners and horrible,
horrible stories of torture.
ber one in particular, the dean of a
university who was 80 years old and
given the falanga—tying a person to a
table and beating the soles of the feet
until they are -swollen. So painful,
dreadfully painful.”

In 1971 Sagan prevailed upon Melijna -

Mercouri and Joan Baez to come to
Berkeley for a concert to benefit the
Greek relief fund. A crowd of 10,000
attended and Sagan has since proved
that direct action to salvage individual
lives can generate the kind of personal
commitment that scemed to have
faded with the anti-war movement. In
the three. years since. that first: Berk-
eley concert, Amnesty’s: West Coast
membership (concentrated in Califor-
nia and Texas) has. shot up from 52 to.
almost 52,000. :
Today the San IFrancisco office at
3618 Sacramento Street has four full-
time staff members, including Sagan
and Kit Bricca, formerly with the
Farm Workers. The region now ac-
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I remem- .

counts.for about half of Amnesty's' 100
U.S. groups, and the leadership under-
standably believes that similar organiz-
ing elsewhere in the country would
produce comparable resultsr Recently

. (Amnesty hired Joel Carlson, a South

African civil.rights: lawyer ‘'who was
forced to leave his country in 1971,
to be.full-time national coordinator, an
investment which it hopes will lead to
the creation of regional offices in Chi-
cago, Denver, Atlanta and some pldce
in Texas.

All this activity for human rights.

would be a cause for celebration were
it not for the historical events which

have helped to' generate it. In the’

short time since Ginetta Sagan began
organizing for Amnesty, there has
been a marked increase in political re-
pression and a severe upswing in the’
use of torture. In the last few months,
Amnesty papers on Chile and North

Korea and ‘a worldwide survey called’
“Report on Torture” have revealed.

that not only is freedom of speech and
association endangered by state ac
but torture, remarkably similar t6 the
kind the Gestapo practiced in Italy
and - throughout occupied Europe,
seems to be spreading in epidemic pro-
portions across the continents. ’

“When talking with the victims of
torture today, I have a sense of deja
vy,” says Sagan. “The same thing—in-
terrogation, beating, fear, insult, deg-
radation. They really want to destroy
you as a human being, to reduce you
to the leve! of a groveling animal.”

The data Amnesty has gathered over
the past 10 vears on the detention poli-
cies of some 62 hations indicate that
torture is a perennial form of political
oppression.

It would be impossible to enumerate
all the methods now in use. Old stand-
bys {from near drowning and suffoca-
tidn to pulling out the fingernails are
still prominent. But “Report cn Tor-
ture” also enumerates modern develop-
ments. The omnipresent electric shock

is probably the key contribution of ad-
vanced technology. Psychological and
manipulative techniques, such as sen-
sory deprivation, isolation, exhaustion,
degradation and threats ‘(of permanent

action

injury, disease, economic retaliation,:

‘or harm to one's family) are more
widely and sometimes more cleverly
applied. Sagan relates that in Brazil
and the Soviet Union the sceret police
have been known to torture pcople
while showing slides of members of
their families, creating an association
of family with pain. " * -

- Perhaps  the most important new
Wweapons available to modern torture
are the scores of drugs which terrify
and melt the will of their vietims.
None of these drugs can force anyone
to reveal what he has the courage to
withhold; most, if the victim survives,
‘will have no lasting physiological cf-
fects, though the emotional damage is
frequently severe and permanent; and
virtually all have some legilimate med-

~Jeal use, But the fears of the vietim,

Tide of Torture
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the "threatening” atmosphere and the
extremely unpleasant physical sensa-
tions make these medicines a potent
form of terror. ’ -

While a sadist is the most likely ean-
didate for a career in interrogation, re- -
cent clinical tests seem to demonstrate
that many people, normally indisposed®
to cruelty, will nonetheless administer *
pain if.told to do so by someone in au-
thority. That is a crucial point when
one considers the scores of doctors and
nurses—some of whom are presumably
not sadists—who, in the ultimate per-
version of their professional roles,
show up at secret police villas to aet as
consultants and practitioners of the
black mechanics of interrogation.
-“Torture could not take place without
the cooperation of physicians,” says
Sagan. “It is the doctor who examines
.the prisoner before interrogation, it is
the doctor who says how far they cdn
go, it is the doctor who treats the vie-
tim of torture and who remains si-
lent.” :

It must be understood that torture is
a_very inefficient means of gathering

information and for the most part is’
not used for that purpose. That fact is
reflected in the black humor of South
Vietnamese interrogators, who have
been heard to say, “If ‘they’re not
guilty, torture them until they are!”

"Torture is a weapon, widely perceived

as a proper reésponse to domestie or
colonial insurrectién, and sometimes
openly advocated by counterinsur-
gency strategists. All told, aceording
to the Amnesly repori, ai ieast 3¢ na.
tions use torture as an administrative
routine and have given free rein to
men and women who achieve personal
gratification from the destruction of
other human beings. These torture
states share information, educate tor-
ture trainees from less developed po-
lice states, and have even preduced
films on the subject (one found in the
secret police headquarters in Portugal
was made in part to instruct prison
doctors). . .

Unfortunately, many victims of tor-
ture, including Sagan, have been un-
willing to discuss their ordeals. Tor-
ture victims are often decply ashamed
of what has been done to them and
what they have been made to do. Many
have lasting and often disastrous emo-
tional disorders. - -

“I wasn't able to talk about it for
many years because of the humiliation
and the degradation that they foreed
on me,” says Sagan. “That is why I
feel strongly that the Amnesty preject
of help to care for the victims of tor.
ture and to rehabilitate them psycho-
‘logically is an urgent. and crucial one,
‘I wouldn’t want anyone to go through
years without being able to share, o
talk, and to be -assured that we are hy-
man beings still. It is hard for any per-
son to think himself still human after
they strap vou to a table, after thev in-
sult you, and after they force on you
these unspeakable, unspeakadle, un-
spcakable, unspeakable actions.”

Sex, degradation and power form a
special weave'in: the torturer's mental-
ity. An obsession ‘with excrement and
urine and forcing prisoncrs to smear
themselves is common. So is rape and
‘demeaning sexual positions.

What Amnesty offers the politieat
prisoner and the vicliin of torture is
the promise that his case will net be
forgotten. Its basic organizational umit,
the “group,” is responsible for ihree

.
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prisoners of conscience—one from the
Eastern bloc, one from the West, and
vne {rom a nonaligned nation. This
careful policy of ncutrality has been a
key to Amnesty’s suctess, and with po-

litical oppression so widespread, the
meticulous nonpartisanship is unfortu- -

nately easy to maintain.

 Letters on behalf of adopted prisdn- .

ers are sent to the United Nations and
other international bodies, to the
press, and to the responsible govern-
ment: Amnesty International sends ob-
servers to trials of those accused of po-
litical crimes and, when possible, visits
prisons and interviews prisoners and
_ex-prisoners. :

Its success Is a testament to -the -

power of public opinion. And yet,
within and without the responsible
state, public opinion is a difficult
weapon to mobilize. “I can understand
the fear,” says Sagan. “Anything that
threatens the status quo or the fragil-
ity of our day-to-day existence is better
pushed back into the unconscious. 1t is
much more comfortable to go on with
our daily lives without worrying about
‘the man in Czechoslovakia who has
been picked up, who has lost his-job,

Approved For Release 2001/08/

who is being held some place  incom-
municado. But the only way to break
the power of the secrct police is if
enough people speak up.” . '

Can it happen here? Amnesty does

- have 30 prisoners of conscience in the

United States, most of them members
of cthnic minorities who were caught
in situations where racial and/or polit-
ical prejudice was evident in the ar-
rest, conviction or scntencing. It has
also described numerous instances of
police and prison. brutality. But regard-
ing toriure, it has concluded: “It would
be incorrect to suggest that there is an
administrative practice of torture by
.the law-enforcement authorities of the
United States within their own domes-
tic jurisdiction.” B

Still, there is reason to be concerned
ahout the U.S. position. As a major
“supplier of funds and hardware for
‘foreign military and secret police, the
icountry bears a responsibility. for how
these resources are used. Our govern-
ment has never officially condemned
the practice of torture in Brazil, al-
though there is no disputing its preva-
lence, and there is a persistent suspi-
cion, bluntly portrayed in the movie

18 February 1975

Weatherman links
traced to Cuba, Hanoi

Leaders of the militant Weatherman
group were trained in Cuba and in
North Vietnam in guerrilla warfare
tactics, including use of sophisticated
military weapons, according to
congressional testimony released here.

" The allegation of a connection
between the radical organization and
the Cubans and North Vietnamese was
made in a report released by the
Senate internal-security subcommittee
which interivewed a former member of
the Weatherman underground.

-The witness, Larry Grathwohi, a

onetime informer for the Federal

' Bureau of Investigation, also told the
panel that one member of the
Weatherman group, Naomi Jaffe, had
told him that in addition to Cuba she
had been in North Vietnam, where she
had been trained to use an anti-aircraft
gun. )

Mr. Grathwoh! said the the
Weatherman leaders told him that the
Cubans and the Vietnamese were more
concerned with propaganda and
keeping the radical movement alive in
the United States than with actively
promoting a revolution.
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“State of Siege,”' that the United
States provides the training for many
‘'of Latin America’s novice interroga-
tors. To bring the issue even closer to
home there have been widespread re-
ports, abundantly documented by the
5:011fessions of repentant GIs, of direct
involvement of American troops in the
torture of Vietnamese. -
'Ijhe very personal quality of caring
V{Iuch Amnesty offers is evident in the
title of a new quarterly magazine
Matchbox, which is being published b);
t_he West Coast office. The name de-
g'wes.from an incident during Sagan’s
Imprisonment by the Gestapo. A few
nights after she had been forced to
watch a comrade tortured to death
one of her jailers began cursing her’
‘and then kicked open the door to her
cell and threw .in a loaf of bread. “I
was hur_xgry, I wanted to eat, but at the
same time the' thought crossed my
mind that perhaps it was poisoned. But
when T picked it up and started eating
I.chewed on something hard. It was a,
little matchbox. There were matches
1rnslde .fmd a piece of paper saying:
Coraggio. Lavoridamo per te’ Take

courage, we are working for you,”
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Dev Murarka

e Plight sf Réﬁssia’s Dissidents

The fragmentation and destruction of a
bmall world. is never an ennobling sight.

/iten this happens due to- avoidable mis-

akes, it is all the more tragic. That this
as been happening to the world of Soviet
flissidence has been obvious for the past
ouple of years. Now the process is accele-
ating and the last fortnight has revealed,
s never before, the serious plight and
hgony in which the Sovict dissidents now
find themsclves. The situation is leading to
elf-questioning and doubts about the whole
kpproach to dissidence which came to be
pdopted  during the past decade. More
ignificantly, some of the dissidents them-
elves are now questioning the motives of
noisy claque of dissidentologists who have
pperated in their name abroad and who
small -responsibility for their
estruction. .
The centr:1 issue before dissidents now
whether they continue to believe and
7O on the basis that reforms and change
an be thrust down the throats of the
oviet leaders by the American Congress
d Administration and Western press pro-

—

aganda, or whether they themselves have

do something as well beside issuing
atements to the Western press dt the drop
f a hat. The American Trade Bill episode
only the Jatest in a.chain of experiences
hich have convinced many of them that
pr from bringing deliverance, the Western
kage has brought them ruin.
It may indeed prove to be the most im-
prtant of all fall-outs from the rejection
the Trade Bill, with its emigration
ause, by the Soviet authorities, Surpris-
gly, this aspect of the tangled story of
he Trade Bill seems to have received the
ast attention. The pundits have been far
po  busy agonising about whether the
nerican monopolies would be able to
ake huge profits out of trade with the
bviet Union or not. Is jt not amazing,
pme to think of it, that the original pur-
pse of the Jackson amendment has been
thoroughly lost sight of that only its
ended beneficiaries, now its victims, the
bsidents, remember it at all?
That it has become a serious problem
Ir the dissidents was made clear in a
urageous statcment by the dissident
btorian Roy Medvedev, who roundly de-
unced the antics of Senator Henry
kson. His acid critique of Jackson called
on the American public to judge the
otives of their politicians and decide to

s really disturbed Senator Jackson and
what extent he made use of the tragedy
tens of thousands of Jews in the Soviet
ion to aid his personal career and his
btful political speculations’. He accused

the Senator of being motivated by a desire
to impose humiliating conditions upon tpe
Soviet regime, thus ruining a compromise

which had .been made possible over a long
period and with much difficulty.

The essence of Medvedev’s argument is
that any advance in political reforms in the
Soviet Union can only come through a
dialogue with. the Soviet authorities and
not through external pressure, which only
backfires in the end and halts any mean-
ingful breakthroughs. At the core is
Medvedev’s belief that the Soviet leaders

- and bureaucracy are not a monolithic bloc

impervious to progress and standing firm
against change. In his view, they are
approachable and susceptible to persuasion
in the matter of changes. Medvedev himself
recognises that it is an extremely slow
process and the changes may come too
slowly for some. But, he seems to ask, is
there any viable alternative to it? Besides,
in his view, there are different sections of
the leadership and the bureaucracy which
can provide an internal pressure group
against the no-changers. But to put visible,
overwhelming outside pressure closes all
ranks and makes change much more diffi-
cult. Whether the thesis is entirely correct
or not, and many dissidents disagree with
it now and have disagreed with it in the
past, the significant fact is that more dis-
sidents and sympathisers are now listening
to Medvedev’s ideas and some are even ad-
mitting that he has proved to be right.

Medvedev's thesis is not a new one.
Nearly two years ago, he warned of the
harm done to the dissident cause by its
connections with the Western press and
some of its backers abroad. At the time,
he refrained from. questioning the motives
of such supporters. But his frontal attack
on Jackson’s motives is intended to have a
wider implication since it is not only Jack-
son who has waxed eloquent and fat on
the Jewish and -dissident theme. Dissident-
ology, in fact, has become a well-established
minor and self-supporting industry in the
West, with little relevance or benefit to the
dissident cause, as distinct from individual
dissidents. Medvedev himself will be the
last one to deny that publicity abroad has
some merit,

However, he also feels strongly that its
merit is increasingly outweighed by the dis-
advantages it brings, the worst being the
discredit it brings to the dissident cause in
the eyes of the Soviet common people, who
are often unable to distinguish between
such publicity and collaboration with
foreign enemies. This is the crucial dis-
sident dilemma now. How can the dissidents
hope to make changes if they have no
support or credibility with the public at

28

home? Some of them now.go even fimther
and ask themselves: what have we really
done to rally support, leave aside deserving
it? Indeed, it is becoming.a new source of
strong resentment for many of them that
some of their potential leaders have been
destroyed through being turned into sacred
cows by the Western dissidentologists. To
be sure, they are very profitable cows for
the dissidentologists themselves, but it
brings no profit to the dissidents here and
much pain and humiliation. It is also
resented that through their extensive con-
trol and influence over the publicity media
the dissidentologists prevent any balamced
picture of the problems of dissidence being
presented, those attempting to do so being
silenced by ridicule, abuse, slander and
other means. Thus a gross misrepresenta-
tion of the dissident reality is taking place,
in which some established figures are pro-
claimed heroes, others are made out to be
fools, knaves or non-existent because the
armchair revolutionaries in Washington,
Paris or London know the dissidents’ prob-
lems better than the dissidents themselves.

It is significant, too, that this time oaly
a feeble rejoinder to Medvedev’s statement
has come from Dr Andrei Sakharov, the
other distinguished dissident still in Moscow.
Two years ago Medvedev had warned that
to involve the American Administration in
legislation. about emigration or other in-
ternal Soviet issues, as Dr Sakharov and kis
associates were urging, would prove to b
disastrous. Indeed, Mr Sakharov even
called upon”the American senator to make .
these conditions tougher. Now even Dr
Sakharov has avoided any praise for
Senator Jackson and merely declared that
the Congress and the US President should
continue on their path of ‘principled
politics’, -

Many dissidents are also coming " rowad
to think that the whole emphasis put on
emigration in recent years is fundamentaily
wrong. Ultimately, emigration is a dental
of and escape from dissidence, not its
affirmation. ' :

A well-known dissident, mathematician
and professor, Igor Shaferevich, who is a
contributor to a’ Solzhenitsyn - anthology
of dissident writings, has implied that such
emigration on the part of dissidents was a
sign of weakness, their inability to witk-
stand pressure and suffering. Naturally,
such a charge is resented and it has brought
a stinging reply from Yuli Daniel, still here,
and a close friend of Andrei Sinyavsky, the
literary critic, who has emigrated to Paris.
Danicl argued that those writers and artisis
who have left for the West ‘can work for
the future and in the future their works
will come back to thie fatherland’, This
may be so, but in the cycs of many dis-
sidents remaining behind the cmigrants are
becoming irrelevant to their struggle nore
the less. ,

Such dissensions, tearing the fabric of
dissidence apart, are, unfortunately, likely
to grow even morc: as the movemeat
weakens and falls apart. There is no sign
of any new source of vitality yet. If the
dissidents do survive, it would be only
through sclf-rencwal and a more realistic
reappraisal of their means as well as goals.
Such change will not be painless and im-
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mediate results will be practically invisible.
But unless it can be done the- dissidents,
instcad of the state, will wither away.
Equally, somchow they will have fo dis-
card the cross of dissidentologists which is
proving fatally heavy for the health of
dissidence to bear. . )
Moscow
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Jane Fonda

speaks frankly -
m Moscow

' By Dev Murarka
Special to :
} The Christian Science Monitor

Moscow

Jane Fonda, the political activist
actress, is in the Soviet Union making
a film. And those who have been
following her career are watching to
see how she will react to her stay
here.

Miss Fonda is taking part in the
first Soviet-American co-production
of a film based on the classic tale by
Maurice Maeterlinck ‘“The Blue
Bird." She plays the princess of night.

Most encounters between radical.
chics and life as it is in the Soviet
Union have been mutually bruising
because free-wheeling radicalism
makes the Soviets uncomfortable.

-They are bewildered by non-con-

formist behavior amidst them, though
it is admired from a distance.

For the time being, however, Miss’
Fonda's views, as she explained them

in 2n interview r\nhuohnd Teh, 10 in

the Literaturnaya Gazeta, fit in with
the Soviet perceptions on such mat-
ters.

Her Interview was given to Soviet
script writer -Alexel - Kapler , who
adapted the story for the film. (Mr.

"Kapler is remembered by many as

the man who was sent to-a prison
camp as a British spy because Sta-

_lin’s daughter Svetlana.fell in love

with him, Svetlana now llves in the
United States.)

The political undertone of the mter
view was apparent. ‘“I'm not easily
gcared,’” Miss Fonda retorted in re-
sponse to a question about strong
feelings aroused in certaln American
circles because of her actlvltles
against the Vietnam war. )

As usual Miss Fonda was elega.ntly
caustic in her comments upon most

" subjects, ranging from Hollywood to

new-wave fllms,.She spared no one,

Newsweek, March 3, 1975
THE RUSSIANS ARE COMING

though she took the opportunity to
express her thanks ‘‘for the assis-
tance which the Soviet people are
sending to Vietnam.” However, she
bluntly pointed out — underlining the
political motives behind - the fuss
being made about her here — that *in
the Soviet Unlon people know more
about me as a fighter against the
Vietnam warthan asa film actress.” - -
- She went on to say that of all her
films she- liked ‘only ‘Klute" and
““They Shoot ‘Horses, Don't They?"

which i3 the one film of Miss Fonda
‘well known In the U.8.8.R, “Klute”
could never pass the officlal prudery
of the censors which stifles the arts
here, particularly the stage and the
8creen, |, ..

- But ‘the welcome bemg glven to
i Miss Fonda is more out of political
* admiration for her than anything else.
This is evident from the comments by
Mr. Kapler which precede the inter-
view in which she is described as a
‘“well-known American actress andv
polltical personality.’! - . & . .

The title of the mterview 18 "Jane
Fonda. - antl-star " .

On Hollywood Mlss Fonda. said: "At
present in Hollywood it .13  becomingz
‘Increasingly difficult to make films in
v'hich it would be pogsible- ‘to convey
eometmng 1mpcrtant " :

: mxpresslng her phﬂosophy of ﬂlms ;
Miss Fonda explained to the Soviet
readers that a work of art should not
be ‘meant only for film critics-and
intellectuals. She went on to -claim-
that *the country where very inter-;
esting films are belng .made-: ati
present is Cubg, ' * i~

Ideology sits hea.vlly on the Soviet
‘arts, though it 13 done In the name of
‘Marxism. ‘Miss' Fonda 'has yet to
realize perhaps- that -while Marxist
*eritiques of bourgeois art are illum{-
nating, Marxist practices in the arts
are with few exceptions boring, o

‘These few exceptions- are found
mostly in the category of dissident or
near dissident art, which is only
reluctantly given recognition, as was
the case with .the film '‘Rublev."
Directed by. Andrel Tarkovsky, the
film ‘about Russia’s most famous fcon
artist recelved international acclalm
at the 1089 Cannes Film Festival..

A swarm of young Soviet diplomats has invaded Capx-
tol Hill recently, but the well-schooled and intellectual
Russians are making no effort to gather information. In-
stead they are working to build friendly ties with young
" Congressional staff members, those who can be expected
.to stay and move up into key committee posts. American
intelligence chiefs are expressing concern about the de-
velopment, mainly because of the fact that Soviet dip-
lomatic personnel often double as members of Russian
intelligence.
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AMERICA’S MEDITERRANEAN BUNGLE

Cyprus, like Israel, Czechoslova-
kia, and Laos, is one of those small
spots on the map whose global im-
portance far exceeds their size. Thus
the ouster last July of Archbishop
Makarios, the president of the is-
fand state, was an incident. of inter-
national. significance. The coup
d’état, staged by surrogates of the
military regime that then ruled
Greece, touched off a.complex crisis
whose repercussions are bound to
ripple beyond the Mediterranean
for some time te come. Not long
ago, when I suggested to an Ameri-
can official that the United States

. may have been scarred by the crisis,
he replied: “The wounds have to heal
before we are scarred.”

The coup triggered a traumatic
sequence of events. Turkey, which
had long sought to control Cyprus,
used the fall of Makarios as a pre-
text to invade the island, thereby
upsetting the fragile balance be-
tween its Greek and Turkish com-
munities and. heightening the pros-
pect of chronic religious and ethnic
tensions similar to those that plague
Ulster. Although Greece and Tur-
key narrowly averted a direct con-
flict, the episode exacerbated tradi-
tional animosities between them

- which are likely to explode over

other issues, such as their rival .

claims to Aegean oil deposits. Dis-
mayed by the U.S. role in the af-
fair, the civilian Greek government
that supplanted the junta withdrew
from the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization, leaving a gap in the al-
liance’s southern defenses, where the
Soviet Union has been strength-
ening its forces.

Moreover, the hostility against the
"United States that has surfaced in
both Greece and Turkey makes it
unlikely that either country will co-
operate in American efforts to sup-
ply Israel if another war erupts in
the Middle East. In Washington,
meanwhile, .congressional dis-
pleasure with Secretary of State
Henry Kissinger’s handling of the
situation has diluted his authority
on Capitol Hill and revealed the ex-
tent to which he and President Ford
differ in their attitudes toward the
legislature on foreign policy matters.

Kissinger holds a large measure
of responsibility for the crisis. He
deliberately chose to disregard
warnings that the Greek dictator-

ship was plotting to topple Ma-
karios, and, rejecting the advice of
State Department and Pentagon
specialists, he did nothing to min-
imize the impact. of the coup after it
had occurred. There is no doubt

that he was preoccupied at the time

by the impeachment proceedings
then building up against President
Nixon. But his refusal to bring pres-
sure to bear on the Greek generals
was mainly motivated. by his reluc-
tance to-ruffle them and, in the pro-
cess, court the risk of jeopardizing
US. and NATO military installa-
tions in Greece. In that respect his
conduct was consistent with the pol-
icy pursued by the United States. in
the area since the end of World
War II. S

Washington’s approach to- the re-
gion through the years had essen-
tially been founded on an estimate
of Greece’s. strategic value in the
struggle against communism and in,
the quest for equilibrium in the
Middle East. The primary American
objective in Greece was the preser-
vation of U.S. and NATO bases
and other facilities there—even if
this meant backing autocratic, un-
popular, and inept Greek Tregimes.
During the 1950s, therefore, Ameri-
can diplomatic, military, and intelli-
gence representatives in Greece sup-
ported right-wing Greek political
figures who promised to maintain
the status quo. Presidents Johnson
and Nixon carried forth the same
line by aiding the egregious dicta-
torship. that ran the country from
1967 until last summer. Ironically,
however, this policy contributed de-
cisively to the very instability it was
supposed to prevent.

The American tendency to sup-
port Greek conservatives goes back
to the days of the Communist rebel-
lion, when security was a key con-
sideration. The United States should
logically have encouraged the devel-
opment of democratic institutions
after the insurgency waned in the
late 1940s, but American strategists
were turned in the ‘opposite direc-
tion by two events: the Communist
take-over of Czechoslovakia, and
the outbreak of the Korean War.
Washington hastily pushed Greece
into NATO, and, along with this
determination to incorporate Greece
into the U.S. orbit, the United
States also moved to ensure that the
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Greek government would respond
to American dictates. In other
words, the realities of Greek politi-
cal life were subordinated to
broader American imperatives in
the Cold War.

The American who set the pattern
for this approach was John Peuri-
foy, the U.S. ambassador in Athens
during the early 1950s. A dynamic
diplomat, dedicated to the notion
that American intervention in
Greece’s internal affairs was salu-
tary, Peurifoy behaved more like a

-viceroy than an emissary. Seeking a

solid Greek personage to manage
the government, he persuaded Mar-

- shal Alexander Papagos to form a.

political party. With Central Intelli-
gence Agency operatives acting as
his intermediaries, he encouraged
numbers of Greek politicians to join
the rew movement, in several in-

stances offering them rewards to do

so. When Papagos failed to make
much headway, Peurifoy bluntly
threatened to curb U.S. aid unless
Greece’s electoral procedures were
changed from a proportional to a
plurality system. In the 1952 elec-
tion, Papagos’ party managed to
gain control of Parliament even
though it won fewer than half of
the votes that were cast throughout
the country. :
Obsessed with keeping Greece on
an anti-Communist track, American
officials supervised their = Greek
counterparts or indirectly influenced
their activities. An American eco-
nomic expert attended meetings of
the Greek Cabinet, and U.S. mili-
tary advisers were attached to
Greek army units, most of whose
commanders had been trained in
the United States. The CIA was

" particularly close to the Greek es-

tablishment. Its agents, many of
whom were of Greek .origin “and
spoke the language fluently, created
special bonds with the Greéek lead-
ers. And Queen Frederika was fond
of Allen Dulles, then the CIA direc-
tor, so the agency carried unusual
weight in the palace. It also exer-
cised extraordinary ‘authority
through the Greek Central Intelli-
gence Service (K.Y.P.), which it had
organized and continued to subsi-
dize. At one point during the 1950s,
a former CIA man recalled, the
agency was financing all but two of
Athens’ sixteen newspapers, :
It would be unfair to assume that
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most Grecks, at least during that
period, resented American patron-
age. But, as they saw it, this link
imposed upon the United States the
obligation to further Greek inter-
ests; they would later feel disap-
pointed, and even betrayed, when
Washington abandoned them to a
dictatorship or rejected their posi-
tion on the sensitive Cyprus issue.

By the early 1960s, the Greek po-
litical scene was fragmenting as new
forces, mirroring changes in the eco~
nomic and social landscape, began
to emerge. Prime Miiister Con-
stantine Caramanlis, who had gov-
erned for eight years and was re-
sponsible for much of the economic
progress, finally clashed with the
royal family and voluntarily exiled
himself to Paris. Elections in 1964
swept in George Papandreou and
his brilliant, erratic son, Andreas, a
former American citizen who had
taught economics at the University
of California. The liberal Pa-
pandreous, who were enormously
popular in the new climate, soon
became the focal point of Greek
and U.S. intrigues.

The Kennedy Administration,
which believed that reform was the
best defense against communism,
tried to tilt toward the Papandreous.
But President Kennedy’s ambassa-
dor in Athens could not control the
CIA and military advisers in his
mission, and they continued to sup-
port their own protégés. A bitter
dispute arose, for example, when

- Andreas Papandreou attempted to
break the tight liaison between the
CIA and the K.Y.P. He was after-
ward accused of plotting to take
over the government, and although
there was no hard evidence against
him, King Constantine and his con-
servative sympathizers, helped by
the CIA and American military
men, used the allegations for politi-
cal purposes. They spread rumors
against Andreas, and by paying pol-
iticians to quit his father’s party,
managed to bring down the Pa-
pandreou Cabinet. But nobody else
could form a durable government.

The king considered setting up a
right-wing regime under . his own
aegis, but was warned that the
United States would not tolerate an
unconstitutional bid for power. So
new elections were scheduled for

May, 1967. They never took place.

As the elections drew near, the
CIA learned that the king and a
group of generals were planning a
coup d’étar to forestall the Pa-
pandreous, who seemed certain to
win. Anxious to “save democracy,”
the CIA station in Athens proposed
that the elections be rigged to favor
the conservatives and thereby re-
move the pretext for the coup. But
the suggestion aroused little enthusi-

\
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“asm, either in the U.S. mission or in
Washington. The American military
advisers in Greece welcomed the
rise to power of their Greek col-
leagues. The U.S. ambassador, Phil-
lips Talbot, opposed the scheme on
principle, and he was supported by
Secretary of State Dean Rusk, who
feared that it might backfire. Thus
the American representatives in
Athens waited for the coup, while
Talbot, in a series of audiences with
the king, expressed the hope that it
would be gentle.

To everyone’s surprise, however,
the king and his generals were pre-
empted by an obscure colonel,
George Papadopoulos. Talbot ca-
bled Washington, decrying “the
rape of Greek democracy,” and
pleaded for a denunciation of the
coup by the State Department. But

Rusk ruled against it, instead is-
suing a watery statement voicing
hope that the junta “will make ev-
ery effort to reestablish democratic
institutions.” His judgment was ap-

. plauded by the Pentagon, which ar-

gued that Papadopoulos might close
U.S. and NATO bases if put under
pressure. As a gesture to Congress,
the Johnson Administration stopped
sending tanks, aircraft, and other
heavy equipment to Papadopoulos,
but comtinued to give him rifles,
ammunition, jeeps, spare parts, and
the other matériel he needed to
maintain internal security. Washing-
ton hoped that the king might
somehow restore democracy. But
that dream evaporated in Decem-
ber, 1967, when the king failed in
an abortive countercoup and went
into exile.

After that, the Johnson Adminis-

‘tration began to fantasize that Pa-

padopoulos would- return to consti-
tutional government, and by way of
placating him, resumed shipments
of heavy arms to Greece. But the
junta continued to rule with a firm
hand. Oddly enough, in light of his
later attitude, President Nixon ini-
tially adopted a tougher stance
toward Papadopoulos. He reimposed
the ban on deliveries of heavy mili-
tary matériel, left the post of am-

-bassador to Athens vacant, and en-

couraged his aides to criticize the
dictatorship. In July, 1969, for ex-
ample, Secretary of Defense Melvin
Laird vowed that the partial freeze
on military -aid “will be continued
until progress is made toward more
democratic procedures in that. coun-
[ry'79
But late in 1969, as tensions in
the Middle East”appearcd to in-
tensify, Nixon reassessed his policy
toward Greece. He named one of
his favorite diplomats, Henry Tasca,
ambassador to Athens, and that
move signaled a major shift in the

U.S. line. Not long after arriving at
his post, Tasca eliminated members
of his staff considered inimical to
the military regime, and he directed
his subordinates to portray the junta
favorably in dispatches to Washing-
ton. Visits by prominent Americans
to Greece were to become a con-
scious ploy filled with deep signifi-
cance. Despite” his earlier avowal
that he would not lift the military
aid embargo before the rebirth of
democracy, Laird appeared in

Athens following the full resump-
tion of arms shipments in Septem-
ber, 1970; his arrival coincided with
a U.S. pronouncement that “the
trend toward constitutional order is
established”. in Greece. And when
Vice President Agnew traveled to
Greece to see his family’s village, it
appeared that his trip was designed
to assert U.S. backing for the junta.
By the summer of 1973, Tasca’s
illusory confidence in Papadopoulos
had faded. In July, on the eve of a
rigged referendum contrived to con-
firm the dictatorship, he warned Pa-
padopoulos that U.S. public opinion
demanded a free election. In No-
vember, when the regime collapsed,
he urged Washington to bring back
forr-er Prime Minister Caramanlis.
But Nixon personally ordered him
io siick by General Demeirios Ioan-
nides, the military police chief who
had taken over the government, and
Kissinger reportedly advised him
against “interference” in Greece’s
internal affairs. Tasca obeyed, even
though it was clear by early 1974
that Ioannides was doomed because
of his own incompetence, and that
his downfall would rebound against
the United States. Among others,
Democratic Representative Donald
Fraser of Minnesota foresaw this on
a trip to Athens in January. “The
present government cannot long en-
dure,” he wrote. “Marked by inex-
perience, its members appear with-
out requisite talents for extricating
the country from its political and
economic chaos. . . . Damage has
already occurred to American inter-
ests in Greece and more will occur
before the present situation ends.”
The inevitable upheaval was to be
initiated by the Cyprus problem.

The tiny island of Cyprus, which
had gained independence from Brit-
ain in 1960, presented one of those
perennial dilemmas that age
statesmen prematurely. Had it been
located elsewhere, its 520,000 Greek
Cypriots and 120,000 Turkish Cyp-
riots might have learned to coexist
or integrate. But situated as it is, it
became a source of conflict between
Greece and Turkey, both of which
felt. compelled to protect their re-
spective ethnic groups. Makarios,
who more or less held the island to-
gether, pleased neither the Greek
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jumta nor the Turkish government.
The Turks disliked him because
they suspected, with good reason,
that his long-range aim was to wipe
out-the Turkish Cypriot community
by -gradually excluding it from the
island’s economic development. The
Greek generals detested him be-
cause, by stalling for time, he in-
sended to postpone forever their
cherished dream of aligning Cyprus
with Greece in enosis, or union.
Washington also distrusted him, for
he had traveled to Moscow and Pe-
kimg, and he tolerated the large but
rather mild Cypriot Communist
party. It was feared that he might
one day allow the Soviet Union to
build bases on the island. Some
State Department and Pentagon ele-
ments, apparently forgetting that he
permitted the CIA to operate moni-
toring stations on Cyprus, called
him the “Castro of the Mediterra-
nean.”

But America’s principal objective
in régard to Cyprus was to prevent -
it from poisoning relations between
Greece and Turkey, both members
of NATO. American attempts to
fulfill that goal, however, merely
strained U.S. ties with its two allies.
For example, an idea for partition
conceived by Dean Acheson was
viewed by Greece as a tricky device
to give a part of the island to Tur-
key. Similarly, President Johnson in-
furiated the Turks when, by threat-
ening to cut off their aid, he
blocked their plans to invade Cy-
prus. Consequently, Kissinger
sought to stay out of the problem.
During a brief visit to Nicosia in
the spring of 1974, he facetiously re-
marked to local reporters that, de-
spite his diplomatic triumphs in
Vietnam and the Middle East, he
would never .get caught in the Cy-
prus tangle. But if he had been
reading CIA reports from Athens,
as he presumably was, Kissinger
must have known that a Cyprus
crisis was brewing and the United
States might'be drawn into it.

Papadopoulos had tried at least
four times to oust Makarios, and
Ioannides was determined to suc-
ceed where his predecessor had
failed. Soon after seizing power, he
set up a brdnch of his junta in Cy-
prus under the Cypriot National

Guard commander, General George
Denizis, and it coordinated activities
.with a Greek army contingent as-
signed to the island. loanmides. also
recruited the fanatical’ remnants of
the National Organization of Cyp-
riot Combatants, now known as
EOKA-B, which had originally been
created by the guerrilla chief
George Grivas to fight the British.
The assault against Makarios was
timed for late April, but loannides
delayed it because a dispute. had

flared up between Greece and Tur-

o bR

key over oil exploration rights in
the Aegean Sea. By mid-spring, de-
tails of the plot were reaching
Washington from the U.S. mission
in Athens, and the first authoritative
information on it emerged in late
June, when lIoannides communi-
cated the plan to a CIA contact in
an apparent effort to sound out.U.S.
reaction.

The State Department immedi-
ately instructed Tasca to tell Ioan-
nides that the United States strongly
opposed the coup. The envoy de-
clined to deliver the message per-
sonally, on the grounds that, as he
later said, “it was not the ambassa-
dor’s job to make diplomatic de-
marches to a cop.” But he assured
Washington that loannides had re-
ceived the word. The State Depart-
ment was unconvinced, however.
-‘Another message went -out to Tasca,
and the same reply came back. Still
Washington doubted that Tasca,
who had covered up for the junta in

‘the past, was doing his job. At that

stage, it seems to me, Kissinger
might have dispatched a special em-
issary to Athens to discourage Ioan-
nides more forcefully. Not only did
he do nothing, but some weeks later
he denied having had advance
knowledge of the coup, saying that
information on the affair “was not
exactly lying on the street.”
Makarios, who had watched the
conspiracy against himself build up,
now calculated that he might dis-
courage loannides by making the
plot public. On July 2, he wrote to
Phaedon Gizikis, the figurehead
president of Greece, complaining of
the plot and demanding that the
junta’s agents on Cyprus be recalled

" to Greece. He published the letter a

few days later, along with a plan of
the coup. But his tactic misfired. On
July 6, Ioannides ordered his aides
to prepare for action and sent Gen-
eral Michael Georgitsis to Cyprus to
assume command of the operation.
At the same time, the government-

controlled Athens press announced-

that the junta would discuss the Cy-
prus question over the following
weekend. But that report was a
smoke screen, contrived to create
the impression that the coup was
still in the blueprint stage. On July
15, while the conference was sup-
posedly taking place, units on Cy-
prus loyal to Ioannides attacked the
presidential palace in Nicosia. Ma-

. karios miraculously escaped to a

British air base on the island, ‘and

was flown to London. In his place,”

Ioannides installed Nicos Sampson,
a notorious thug known to have
killed several British soldiers and
Turkish Cypriots.

In Washington, State Department
and Pentagon experts urged Kissin-
ger to denounce the appointment of
Sampson and issue a statement, like

that put out by the British, asserting
that the United States still recog-
nized Makarios. The experts con-
tended, among their other argu-
ments, that the elevation of
Sampson would be interpreted by
the Turks to signify a virtual take-
over of"Cyprus by the Greek junta,
and would prompt Turkey to invade
the island. But Kissinger rebuffed
their counsel, partly because he con-
sidered Makarios to be “politically
dead,” and partly because he feared
that the alienation of Ioannides
might jeopardize U.S. and NATO
bases in Greece. Accordingly, a

- State Department spokesman dealt

with the situation in an evenhanded
manner. As the experts had pre-
dicted, the Turks were alarmed.

“Pray for me”

Bulent Ecevit, then head of the
Turkish government, is hardly a bel-
ligerent figure. On the contrary, he
is a quiet, earnest intellectual who
has translated T. S. Eliot and Ezra
Pound; his dream is to transform
Turkey into a sort of Scandinavian-
like social democracy. But the na-
tionalistic Turkish army, which had
been humiliated by the Cyprus issue
in the past, hovered in the wings of
his government last summer. Dui-
thermore, Ecevit is enough of a na-
tionalist himself to have been
aroused by the Greek junta’s thrust
on the island. So, within a day after

Makarios fell, he ordered the Turk-
ish forces to mobilize for an in-
vasion of Cyprus. To give diplo-
macy a chance, however, Ecevit flew
to London to consult with the Brit-
ish, who, along with Greece and
Turkey, had guaranteed the inde-
pendence of Cyprus in 1960. He
presented the Bntish foreign secre-
tary, James Callaghan, with four
proposals: that Sampson be re-
moved; that the Greek soldiers in-
volved in the coup be sent home;
that Cyprus be given a new federal
system respectful of Turkish Cypriot
rights; and that negotiations to es-
tablish such a system begin immedi-
ately. ’ i

In the meantime, Kissinger had
sent Under Secretary of State Jo-
seph Sisco out to calm the crisis.
Sisco heard Ecevit’s proposals in
London. He promised to take them
to the Greek junta in Athens and to
deliver an answer to Ecevit later in
the week. But in Athens, all that
Sisco could obtain was am offer by
Ioannides to replace rather than re-
move the Greek troops on Cyprus.
When he carried this response to
Ankara on the afternoon of July 19,
Ecevit predictably rejected jt. Sisco
then went back to Athens to per-
suade the Greeks to do better. They
refused, and he returned to Ankara
that night to plead with Ecevit for
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more time. Kissinger also had a
dozen telephone conversations with
Ecevit, but to no avail. The Turks
would not be deterred unless
Greece made concessions, and the
Greek junta, which considered the
Turkish threat a bluff, believed that
Kissinger could stop Turkey just as
Lyndon Johnson had. Tasca, desper-
ate to prevent the Turkish invasion,
appealed to the Pentagon to deploy
the Sixth Fleet in the area. Kissin-
ger intercepted the.message and
shot back a cable calling the idea
“hysterical.” Thus the Turks landed
on Cyprus on July 20, and their
performance was appalling. They
sank one of their own ships,
dropped their paratroopers off tar-
get, and made little progress ad-
vancing from their beachhead.

In Athens the next day, Ioannides
announced that he would counter-
attack along the mainland Turkish
border, but his commanders, aware
of the odds against them, claimed to

be unprepared. By now Sisco was
back in Greece, trying to arrange a
cease-fire in Cyprus. But Ioannides
had disappeared, and Sisco dealt
with Peter Arapakis, the Navy chief,
who agreed to halt hostilities on
July 22. The morning after, Presi-
dent Gizikis called in the senior
commanders and a group of promi-
nent politicians from rival parties.
Ry svanina thay had aoreed to
By evening they had agreed to
bring Caramanlis back. “Pray for
me,” Caramanlis said to reporters as
he departed from Paris.

The cease-fire on Cyprus had not
ended the crisis, however. In re-
sponse to U.S. and British appeals,

the Turks and Greeks met in Ge- -

neva on August 8 to open negotia-
tions on the status of the island.
The Turks, perceiving the Greeks to

be weak, were really not in a bar--

gaining mood. In the first place,
they were clinging to a precarious
position on the ground on Cyprus,
and they realized that they could
not gain at the conference table
what they had not won on the bat-
tlefield. ‘Secondly, they feared a set-
tlement that might prevent them
from launching a fresh military
drive. Their apprehensions were fur-

ther fueled by the fact that the Brit--

ish had reinforced their bases on
the island with a battalion of Gur-
khas and a squadron of Phantom
jets. Therefore, when the Greeks
asked for a thirty-six-hour adjourn-
ment of the conference to study
their proposals for a federal system
in Cyprus, the Turks spurned the
request, and instead began a new
military offensive that gave their
forces nearly half the island. Be-
yond exhorting them to show flexi-
bility, the United States did nothing
to stop the Turks. Now it was Tur-
key’s turn to threaten to withdraw
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from NATO if American pressure
were applied, and Kissinger
evidently submitted to the tactic.
Congress, which had been too
busy during the summer with the
impeachment inquiry to react to the
Turkish actions, went off like a time
bomb in September. Arguing that
the Turks had violated the law by
using American military aid beyond
their “own frontiers, Thomas Eagle-
ton in the Senate, and congressmen
of Greek origin such as John Bra-
demas of Indiana and Paul Sar-
banes of Maryland, pushed to stop.
U.S. assistance to Turkey. Kissinger

_ unwittingly helped their case by

telling congressional groups that
*national security” took precedence-
over the law. President Ford vetoed
two bills designed to penalize the
Turks, and Kissinger, who had
learned about relations with Capitol
Hill under Nixon, reportedly urged
him to veto a third. But Ford ac-
cepted a compromise that, by giving
the Turks until early December to
accede to a Cyprus settlement, ac-
tually constituted a victory for Con-
gress. It also represented a setback
for Kissinger, and it indicated,
along with other signs, that he may
face increasingly hard times with a
new legislature eager to make itself
heard in the field of foreign affairs. -
During this legislative episode, a
Greek Iobby appeared, which ex-
pects to mobilize a significant num-
ber among the estimated two mil-
lion Americans of Greek origin to
exert pressure on Congress.

By the end of the year, there
seemed to be little cause for opti-
mism about the future of the east-
ern Mediterranean and the impact
of the events of last summer on-
other parts of the world.

¢ Cyprus, with a third of its pop-
ulation rendered homeless by the
Turkish invasion, had become a hu-
man shambles and appeared to be
degenerating into a cauldron of
communal strife.

® Ancient hatreds had been re-

THE GUARDIAN MANCHESTER
11 February 1975

Fascists
“plotting .
takeover’

Lisbon, Febrlfary 10

Southern farmworkers have
accused Portugal’s large lan-
downers of plotting a Fascist
coup, according to a document
- published by the Communist
Party today. The document, a
report.prepared at a mass meet-
ing of Southern farmworkers
yesterday, called for the
confiscation of all lands and
goods belonging to those who
carried out social and economic
sabotage.
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kindled between Greece and Tur-
key, and neither could any longer
be regarded as a dependable U.S.
ally, especially in the event of an-
other Middle East war. :

® Fresh strains had been put on
the. Western alliance, and this would
benefit the Russians, who have been
seeking since the days of the czars
to extend their influence into the re-
gion.

o Secretary of State Kissinger’s
credibility, which is vital to his Tole
as an international diplomatic magi-
cian, has been shaken as a result of
his own miscalculations.

In A World Restored, originally
written as his Harvard doctoral dis-
sertation, Kissinger described the
challenge that confronted Metter-
nich and Castlereagh in 1821, when
the Greeks suffered atrocious repri-
sals after revolting against their
Turkish overlords. European liberals_
of the period were shocked, and
‘Czar Alexander of .Russia planned

action against Turkey. But Metter-
nich and Castlereagh opposed inter-
vention that might jeopardize Euro-
pean stability, insisting, as Kissinger
put it, that “human considerations
were subordinate to maintaining
‘the consecrated structure’ of Eue
rope.” Greek lives were thus sacri-
ficed for the sake of a iarger order.
But that policy crumbled with the
death of Castlereagh. Greece, with
British and Russian support, gained
its independence soon afterward.
Although history repeats itself im-

precisely, Kissinger’s conduct during
the summer’s Mediterranean crisis
strikingly ‘resembles the behavior of
Metternich and Castlereagh more
than a century ago. Concentrating
as he did on the “big picture,” he
overlooked the fact that the whole
is the sum of its parts, and that a
tiny island like Cyprus can unhinge
a larger power balance. He may
also have learned that a strateg
predicated mainly on the quest for

_security is, in the end, insecure.
i —STANLEY KaRNOW
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WASHINGTON STAR
18 Pebruary 1975

Willismmm F. Buelkiey Jr.e

Concerning the .develop-
ments in Portugal, a-few
observations:

* The Communists in Portugal
are organized, the non-
Communists are not. Power
generally flows into the hands
of the organized, as distin-
.guished from the disorganized,
party. "Alvaro Cunhal, the
leader of the Portuguese
Communists, spent nearly 20
years in  Prague. He. had
advantages then he did not
have during his exile in
Zurich. Cunhal was well look-
‘ed after by his hosts, and he
spent his time creating an

organization against the day.
when a successor dictatorship”

to Salazar’s should fall. )

WEHEN APRIL came, Cun-
hal was there, ready to plot
the subjugation of the Por-
tuguese people. That is the
proper term for it, as the polls
show that the Portuguese are
not an exception to the rule
that the human species will
not elect a Communist dicta-
torship if given a choice. The
question isn't: . Will the
Communists win in Portugal

at the general election s¢hed- -

NEW ¥YORK TIMES
23 February 1975

HOVELONRED COUP
OFRgING ITALIANS

“Readers Amused by Caustic
e Portrayals of Politicians
- I Anenymous Book

By PAUL EOFMANN

Special to The New York Times
ROME, Feb. 22—A political
novel that cannot yet be bought
iR any bookstore has already
become a political and literary
sensation here because of its
theme—a Communist take-over
in Italy with support from Mos-
cow, Washington and the Vati-
can—and because of the myste-
ry surrounding its author,
. “Anonymous.”
The title of this book of fic-
tion, which uses actual political
figures as characters, is '‘Ber-
linguer and the Professor.” The
first of the title characters is

. you.

‘Enrico Berlinguer, the noble-
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uled for April 127 The question
is: Wil there be a fair general
election? The Comrunists will
not abide by a fair election,
any more than Lenin did. Like

him, they will simply dissolve.

‘the general assembly — in this
case the rump parliament set
up by the military — and pro-
ceed with communization.

-, What should we do about it?
Anything? My guess is that
the CIA is too intimidated
these days to do anything.
How can it do something to
help the Portuguese resist en-
slavement by the Communists,
when to do so would involve
the risk of antagonizing
America’s new isolationists ?

" JAMES BURNHAM, collat-

ing the reports of informed,
- journals and commentators in

Europe, writes that Moscow is
sending sums .in excess of $10
million per month to Portugal.
And why indeed not? At that
rate even over a period of one
year you are spending less
than a single submarine costs
But the tactical and
strategic value to the Soviet

Union of Portugal is worth per-
haps 1,000 submarines. ‘

man from Sardinia who is chief
of the Italian Communist party.
“The professor” is former Pre-
mier Amintore Fanfani, leader
of the Christian Democratic
party. : ’
In the novel no fewer than 27
leading Christian Democrats
die in savage infighting among
their party’s factions before the
Communists consolidate their
power. R
Guessing the Author
Rizzoli, the Milan publishing
house, has announced that
“Berlinguer and the Professor”
will be on sale in a week., But
sets of ‘galley proofs and ad-
vance copies of the 135-page
novel have been circulating for
weeks, and Italians who have
read the book are chuckling
over the sarcastic portrayals of
some of the nation's best-
known figures and are trying to
guess who wrote the book.
. The politician' who has been
suggested most often as the au-
thor is former Premier Giulio
Andreotti, Mr, Andreotti, who is:
Budget Minister in the present
Government, is the author of
works on 19th-century and’
20th-century history and has a
caustic wit that is not typical of
Italian politicians. He also

-It is a pity that, during the

SALT talks when Henry Kis-

singer and-Leonid Brezhnev
were balancing off permissible
inventories of missiles and
submarines and what not, we
‘did not think to include coun-
tries. It would have been inter-
esting to see what would have
happened if we had insisted
that the Soviet Union would
have to limit itself to its cur-
rent queta of slave-satellites.
But one supposes that that
would "have busted up the

negotiations. |, -

As to the future, what are

we going to do if- the
Communists take power,
which appears likelier than
not at this moment? They
would, of course, instantly
withdraw Portugal from

'NATO,and boot the United"’

States out .of the Azores.

Should we accept Cunhal’s.

orders, and abandon our bases
in the Azores? Portugal was
admitted into NATO in the '40s
not because the European
NATO powers loved Salazar,
and certainly not as a reward
for Portugal’s neutrality dur-

ing the.war. Portugal was,

heads a “Christian Democratic
faction opposed to Mr, Fanfani,

Mr. Andreotti has publicly
denied suthorship of the book,:
which promises to become a
best seller. :

Killed by a ‘Cardinal’

In the fictitious events that
lead to 2 Communist take-over,
Mr. Andreotti is pictured "as
seeking refuge in the Vatican,
but he is killed by a false car-.
dinal whose hand he “naively’;
kisses.

Another

former Premier,

"Emilio Colombo, is cast as an

exile who is shot down by a
hired assassin in Brussels, The
present Premier, Aldo Moro, is
depicted as escaping the mas-
sacre of feuding Christian Dem-’
ocrats with no more than a:
facial scar from a knifing.

Mayhem ends when Mr. Ber-
linguer and Mr, Fanfani reach
a deal in which the Commu-
nist becomes chief of a new au-
thoritarian regime and the
Christian Democrat is pro-;
claimed nominal president but;
retires to a convent. A “Pope]
John XXIV” blesses both lead-
ers.

The idea clearly behind the

farcical fiction is that contin-
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And The Azores, Too?

admitted because, on further
consideration, the generals
gave out the word: We must
have the western coastline of
the Iberian Peninsula; and,
above all, we must have the
Azores.

ARE WE prepared, in the
“event of a coup in Portugal
(which is what, in effect, it
would be), to dissolve NATO,
or to accept it as a military eu-
nuch? Or would we simply
say, as we did when France
fell, that we do not recognize
the legitimacy of the regime?*
That, indeed, the full powers
of NATO are legitimately sum-
moned to resist the coloniza-
tion of one of their members.
by the superpower which
NATO was sworn to protect
Europe against?

‘It would not be tactful to say

. it in so many words, but [

should think Kissinger could
find a suitably elliptical for-
mulation for saying: “You
may get away with staging a
coup in Lisbon, boys, but if
you think the Azores go with
it, come on to Washington and
talk it over with our
admirals.” -

‘ued disunity among Christian
‘Democrats, Italy’s largest par-}
iy, would inevitably bring the}
‘Communists to power.

{7 Communists Seek Power

& The Communist party, Italy’s
eecond largest party, has for
iyears offered to become an ally
‘of the Christian Democrats in
governing the nation.

:. Whoever wrote ‘‘Berlinguer
\and the Professor” is surely a
member of the Italian establish-
iment, probably a Christian
:Democrat and no friend of Mr.
‘Fanfani, :

#
.

The volume is so replete with
#in” jokes and detail familiar}
‘only in Italian politics that onel
«an hardly imagine translations
«into other languages.
; In one scenme, the- Italan
Government, still controlled by
the Christian Democrats, is en-{
tertaining the visiting President
‘of the United States in Rome.
But the Communists are alrea-
dy so strong that they can dic-
‘tate what the guest is to be
served at a state banquet—
‘spaghetti and sausages. The
;name of the American Pres-
ident just before the fictionalf
11980 coup in Italy is Henry
;Kissinger.

=
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By Razia Ismail
Special to
The Christian Science Monitor
New Delhi
Whether or not spring comes to
- America and India in its normal
annual season, relations between the

two nations seem in for another cold"

spell.

Washington's decision to resume
arms supplies to Pakistan has in one
stroke frozen New Delhi's attitude
toward both the United States and
Pakistan into one of stiff formality,
which will take time and effort to
thaw out again

New - Delhi’'s reactlon to Pakistan
Premier Zulfikar Ali Bhutto’s arms-
seeking visit to America was adverse
from the outset. The move was seen
as contradictory to the amicable tone
of the 1972 Simla agreement signed by
Mr. Bhutto and Prime Minister Indira
Gandhi to normalize ties weakened by
decades of periodic war and suspi-
‘cion.

New Delhi’'s adverse reaction to
initial ‘reports that President Ford
might lift the arms embargo was seen
by some as an irrational flap over an
imagined threat. But threat or not,
India deeply opposes a revival of the
doctrine that arms supply should be
the basis for a “balance" in the
subcontinent.

Reports now reaching here cite the
plea by Undersecretary of State Jo-
seph J. Sisco that new .weapons to
Pakistan dre necessary to counter-
balance India's nuclear test of last
year.

This is taken to indicate that the
U.S. does not really believe that India
will limit its nuclear energy to peace-
ful purposes. Secretary of State
Henry A. Kissinger had succeeded in
leaving a diiferent impression when

he visited New Del_hi a fews months.

agoand.said, “"We take seriously
India's affirmation that it has no
mtentxon to develop nuclear weap-
ons.'

Although Washington’s latest move
is unwelcome, this does not mean it
was .unexpected. A clear hint came
last week when Indian Foreign Min-
ister Y. B. Chavan had told Parlia-
ment he might have to defer plans to
visit Washington for the India-U.S.
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Why arm Pakistan?

' Washington’s decision to lift its
10-year arms embargo against
Pakistan undoubtedly was a diffi-
cult one. It takes little imagina-
tion to perceive the danger inher-
ent in an unrestrained arms build-
up on the Indian subcontinent, a

region bristling with animosities .

and conflicts.

‘Onthe face of it it is utter folly to
“fuel these conflicts by pouring in
more and more weaponry. Indeed,
the worldwide trend of escalating
arms sales presents dangers that
ought to be reckoned with at every
point.

But there are no simple solu-
tions to the complex problem of
security, and the lifting of the ban
on United States arms to Pakistan
must be seen within the large
context of what is happening next
door in India and all around the
Persian Gulf and Indian Ocean.

. India has a massive, sophisticated
military arsenal built up by the
Soviet Union. Even now a high-
powered Russian mission, in-
ciuding Defense-Minister Andrei
Grechko, is in New Delhi ta.lking
arms supply.

In recent months, too, India has
moved vigorously to enhance its
dominant political and strategic
position. It has consolidated its
hold in Sikkim and, most recently,
in Kashmir. And, despite its reas-
surances, it has exploded a nu-
clear device that leaves no doubt it
now has the capability of building
anatomic bomb.

None of this is to suggest that
India has aggressive intentions or
designs on its neighbors. But,
from his vantage point in Islama-
bad, it is understandable why
President Bhutto is jittery. In the
wake of the breakup of Pakistan
his foremost concern has been to

keep his truncated country to-
gether and to build a viable, inde-
pendent state. His problems are
compounded by separatist strife
in Pakistan’s North-West Frontier
Province and Baluchistan, which
he suspects is being fueled by the
Russians, among others.

It is hence to provide Pakistan
with ample weaponry for its secu-
rity and self-defense that Wash-
ington has reversed course. It, too,
views a strong, independent Paki-
stan as essential to keeping the
crucial oil flowing through the
Persian Gulf and the Arabian Sea.

There should be no question that
the supply of arms to Pakistan
must be carefully limited. The
State Department promises that
military sales will be weighed so
as not to intensify an arms race in
South Asia -and that it will not try
to change the strategic balance in
the region.

All this said, however, it would
appear that the change in U.8.
arms pohcy has been most crudely
handled. To have the new Amer-
ican envoy to India sitting in
Bangkok making odd statements
while an announcement about the
embargo was imminent seems a
strange way to conduct diple-
macy.

It would have been more sen-
sible and tactful to let William
Saxbe present his credentials in
New Delhi and personally explain
the impending U.S. decision to
Indian leaders. Then an announce-
ment in Washington could have
followed.

In any event, it is now to be
hoped that Mr. Saxbe is in a
position to assure New Delhi that
the lifting of the arms embarge
will not be detrimental to its
interests in the regxon or to U.S-
Indian relations.

Joint Commission talks scheduled

. early in March.

Informed sources also say, how-
ever, that New Delhi had hoped the
arms supply issue might be discussed
in Washington by Dr. Kissinger and
Mr. Chavan before any decision was
taken.

The fact that the U.S. would not
delay. its decision for a few weeks
untjl after the-scheduled ndia-U.S..
talks, or until after the arrival in New
Delhi of new American Ambassador
William B. Saxbe, is seen as a clear
indication of where U.S. priorities le.

Meanwhile, Soviet Defense Min-
ister Andrei A. Grechko landed here
Monday for talks with Indian leaders.
His visit was planned as a goodwill
trip two months ago, but now assumegs
added signiflicance. .

The informal comment in govern-

ment circies here is that Moscow has
always been ‘‘very friendly and un-
derstanding’ about India’s defense
needs. The steady flow of Chinese
arms to Pakistan as well as the new
U.S. arms decision will doubtless
figure in Mr. Grechko's talks agenda.

Greater Soviet support for India’s
growing defense production capabil-
ity may be one outcome of the series

* of:events. But this should not surprise.

anyone in Washington.

The tragicomic, tailplece to tho
whole episode is Ambassador Saxbe's -
failure to arrive in New Delhi on
schedule. The American Embassy
here first said he was ill in Bangkok,
but Mr. Saxbe himself scuttied that
excuse by claiming perfect health, He
will hardly be able to make that claim
about India-American relations. at
least for some time.
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‘Should US.

| %esupply
_Jthloplar”

BY DIAL TORGERSON *

ASMARA, Ethiopia—In an Asmara
hospital, a doctor pointed out the ci-
vilian patients who had lost arms and -
- legs to the high-powered bullets flred

by the Ethiopian army. -

*Why," he asked, "must the Ameri-.
-cans keep supplying hullets to an

Times correspondent Dial Torgerson
wrote this article efter returning to.
_his base in Nairobi from a recent tnp-
to Asmara. i

- army which does this sort of thing?
The US. government provided the
guns and the ammunition with which
perhaps 20,000 government troops-
have been attempting to put down
Eritrea's fight for independence.
Now, after more than three weeks-
of fighting, the Ethiopians admit they
need resupplying. A State Depart--

ment official says the US. govern- -

ment "is continuing to study" Ethio-
pia's request for an airlift of ammuni-
tion.

Washington has a lot of factors to_ ‘

study. Among them: . :
—The Addis Ababa government
“has used massacre as a technique of
‘subjugation. Last summer, the army
killed 126 civilians at the village of
Um Hajar. On Feb. 2, approximately
100 were machine gunned to death
against a church wall at Woki Deba,
and 700 escaping political prisoners
were reported killed by paratroopers.
Feb. 15 near Asmara. - . :

*

—Military strategists believe that

. the Ethiopian army js fighting a war

it- cannot win-—against guerrillas .

~ well supplied with Communist-bloc’

arms, backed by the overwhelming

support of the civilian populace, and

in their own mountainous territory

where roads can be easily cut by
small-unit attacks.

—The Eritrean liberation move-

ment has an undeniably valid cause: .

The autonomy of the coastal territo-
rv was unilaterally cancelled by
Ethiopia when the Addis Ababa
government amuexed Eritrea as its
14th province in 1962,

—The Ethiopian government. has
proclaimed itself socialist and is ex-
ploring diplomatic links to the Chi-

“nese and the Eastern-bloc nations of
Europe. Many persons say that the .

xd day.

‘military junta which rules the coun<
try, the Provisional Military Adminis-
trative Council, is edging closer to

the "Communist phﬂosophy every
I tﬂe Umted “taues resupphes the

"Addis. Ababa forces; then, it will be .
2iding a ruthless, left-leaning military-
junta with dubxous cha')ces of. mnhta— -
XY SUCCesS. .. :

On the other Hand the VUmted
States. has a stake. in "Eritrea. .The
500-mile strip of Red Sea coastline is

.among the most strategic areas of the

world. It represents a-longtime US.

JInvestment. Among the reasons why:?

.- .—If Eritrea wins its independence,
1he balance of power along the Red

‘Sea will shift heavily .to the Arab
.world. The Eritrean liberation groups-

are dominated by Moslems and. sup-

: phed by Arab countries. .. .
.- +~=1f Eritrea shakes loose from Agd-.
-dis Ababa, only the tiny French en-

‘clave_called the Terrifory of the
Afars and Tesas—and its port, Djibou-
ti—will remain open to the West.
"And there will then be strong Arab
pressure to force the French out of
Diibouti.¥: !

—The United State; prob.abl y will
Jose the use of its Kagnew communi-
cations station’ in Asmara. US.
spokesmen insist that the bese i is vir-

tually closed down now, and indeed

the 2,000 Americans there have been
reduced to 40. But it still performs 2
vital service, listening in on radio

communications from hhmd the 11 on.
‘(hlrtam. o

. Kagnew, the .mtreans and Ameri-
_can military aid are all tied together

‘in recent Ethiopian hxstory The

background goes back to'the days of
empire building in Africa. -

The Amhara of Addis Ababa were

among the conquering empires of the
Jate 19th-century, adding indepen-
dent - kingdoms. to their . holdings
when the British, Belgians and Ger-

mans were tanmc' 1es> warhke lands

for their own. .

- The - Jtalians- took Entrea in the_
:1890s," tried to invade the .rest of

Ethiopia, were humiliatingly defeated
‘by -the Ethiopian Emperor: Menelik,
-and settled for holding Eritrea until

~they finally succeeded in taking all

Ethiopia iz 1935-36.
- In 1941, the British cha':ed out the

'Italxans. They ruled Eritrea until-
-1952, when the United Nations voted .

that.it be federated with Ethiopia,
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“but:with. consxderable autonomy and,_
1ts own parhament. 5

* 1 1953, the Unitéd" Swtes swned an
agreement with. the Et}uoplans to
operate Kagnew, and, that same year,
‘started providing . military aid- to
Ethiopia. Ethiopian forces: ably.
fought a]onmde .UN. umts in the
Korean confhct. e .

US. military aid has continued ever.
since. In 1962, the:-Addis Ababa:
.gevernment simply took over Eritrea,
There was little complaint, except
from a small group calling itself the
Eritrean Liberation" Front which
lipped info the mountains and began
its guemlla war agamst the Ethxopx«
ans..

Later, a séoond group caIled the
Popular (or -Peoples) - Liberation
F‘ront the PLF, appeared, at first as
‘2’ matxist-oriented sphnte" ‘group of
the ELF, then'in growing strength,
especially among the Baucated
classes of Eritrea. . - 5.

* YWhen' the present conflict Qt,ax"ed
Jan 31, it was, surprisingly, the PLF,
not the ELF, w}ucn was oomg th

»heavy fighting. -

> The ELF had attracted most. of the
attenmon with attacks on vehicles
and. kidnapings of foreigners, inchid-

ing’ American nurse Deborah Dortz-
-bach. All were ultimately released af-

ter negotiations in which Westerners
involved were impressed with how
fractionated and 1ll-orgamzed the

;ELI‘ seerned tobe. -

Now the PLF has emerged as the

‘most serious threat {o the Addis re-

gime, although the two msurgent
‘groups were said to have thrown in
togethér around the first of the year.
There has been talk of the ELF hav-
ing 15000 men. "Those doing the
fighting so far this month have been
PLF, according” to realdents hcre in

Asmara.

More troops are bemg ﬂo-vn mto
Asmara by-the military governmerit,
which vows it will never grant the
liberation forces'.first unconditional
demand: independence. It will be a
long ﬁght—-and wxll take alot of am-
munmon. as

" Where will it come from? If the
United States declines, will it be Chi-

-nese .or Russian bullets whistling

down the streets of Asmara? It is a
question, they say in W; ashmgton, on
which study iz contmumg -
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LA

- U.S. P@hﬁcy on

By Anthouy . Lake

WASHINGTON — No area -of the
.world has been viewed by Americans
with greater ‘moral disapproval and
_less attention than southern Africa.
‘Recent.events suggest that more atten-
tion would be worthwhile.

The area’s political map is rapidly
.changing.. The Portuguese empire in
Africa is in shreds. White-ruled Rho-
desia faces greater physical isolation
than ever, with her routes.to the sea
through Mozambique coming into Af-
rican_hands. She faces diplomatic iso-
‘ Jation as’ well, since the South-African
Government, an ambxvalen;t ally in the
past but’still an ally, is leaning on'the
white  leaders to make fundamental
concessions to the black. majority.

The new pohtxcal leadership in.the .’

" United States could adopt a new policy

toward the region. President Ford has
-already shown a willingness to be
-more flexible on southern Africa than -
“his Congressional record suggested.
"For example, as President he has fa-
vored repeal of the Byrd amendment,
-which allows the importation of 'a’
- number of Rhodesian goods in .viola-
tion of United Nations sanctions, de-
" spite-hi~ votes in favor of the amend-
- ment as a Congressman.

answat Naéinwm
A secret National

. study led, in 1870, to a new policy of
closer relations with the white regimes
in southern Africa. This remains our

: policy today, despite occasional shifts
'in marginal emphasxs

The new concept,.in brief, was that
American  policy should emphasize
“communications” and “dialogue”
with the white regimes while increas-
ing support for black nations in the
‘area. The theory was that more normal

"relations between the United. States

and the white regimes could bear fruit
in-two ways. . .
- First, American investment and
trade could heip make South African
society more prosperous, which would
mean ‘more jobs for blacks; this in
turn would lead to peaceful social
change. This proposition has been
much studied, without conclusive proof
or disproof.

Second, a calm Amer)can voice
would help the whites - hear reason
from abroad. Flinging their racial vices
in their faces only strengthened their
“lonely ‘determination. A neat theory,.
but it was flawed in principle because
it required practices that Washington
has, predietab]y failed to follow.

It was naive to believe that the
business-oriented Nixon = Administra-
tion would have done more than use
the new approach to justify closer
cooperation. with the whites, And to
make the poliey- work. Secretary of

- State Kissinger would have had to pay
more attention to finely tuning Ameri-.
‘can actions than he has done.

Indeed, if the policy has mattered
at all for southern Africa, it has prob- .
ably hindered more than helped along
;he current.trend of events.

' Washington made unnecessary as-
sistance deals with the old regime in
‘Portugal and offered licenses to sell to -

ql CAnn-‘ hr FO"'\C"

-racial problems

5 f’ Yo
its colonial authorities such items as

helicopters, which could have been
used for military purposes despite as-

surances to the contrary. Thus, with

the coup in Portugal the United States
simply ended up on. the wrong side.

" By flirting with, and in some cases -

allowing, a relaxation of our participa-
tion in the sanctions against Rhodesia,
as explicitly suggested in the National
Security Council -study, the United
States ‘was. 'disregarding international

" Jaw and strengthening the spirit of the
‘regime of Prime Minister Ian D, Smith.

- Recent White House support for
repeal of the Byrd amendment has
partly righted: this.

Did the new pohcy cause- South Af-.

rica’s leaders to promise internal

.changes, as they have, while leaning
‘on Rhodesia to settle her gwn prob-
lems with the black ma]omty" It seems -

unlikely,

_The threat of increased pressurev

on Rhodesia and South Africa from a
black-ruled Mozambique has been the

key to' these changes in, southern-
Africa. South Africa wants to avoid

‘a mess in Rhodesia; the casualties re-

" cently suffered by South Africa’s “po-
lice” forces there are ominous., And’
the South "Africans doé mot* want a,
continuing Rhodesian crisis to drawA

more world attention to their own

- Leaving aside the pasi, Ldll
mumcatxons make a difference in the
future? And if so, what kind and how?

Qur current stance suggests our
approval of South Africa’s moves on
Rhodesia and South Africa's efforts
to_improve relations with black ' Afri-

can states. We should encourage the’
former and leave the latter to Pretoria.

‘and the governments it is wooing. -
But we .should avoid also support-

ing a view among white South Afri-:

cans that their current, relatively en-
lightened foreign policies may. allow
them, in the long run; to avoid relin-

\
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“coim-

‘Guishing their illegal” control “of "Nam:
‘ibia_ (South-West Africa) or makmg
basic changes in their racial policies
at home. It is not enough that they
promise some mmor relaxatlon of
apartheld .

Ont the other  hand, 1t would be
harmful to pretend that the United
States can bring justice to South
Africa by some illusory effort to séver
her ties to the outside world, :

.Some “communications”- are- mev-
itable and diplomatic approval of some

of South’ Africa’s foreign policies is
_wise. But the message of recent years,
.an impending returi to normalcy in
our refmmns, goes much too far. .
" 'The key point was ‘made by the,
State Department as it fought against.
.the White House’s policy shift in 1970:
We must recognize the limits of our
_influence. Recent years show that a_
“comfortable dialogue with South Africa
is not the key to racial justice there,
“More attention should be paid to avoid-
ing actions that do. harm both there
and to ourselves. .
Let us, therefore, _set clear limits *
.on the scope of -our relations with
‘South Africa until it becomes clear,
probably many years hence, that one
“way or another her blacks have gained.
the rights they are now denied.
A distant policy of this sort wou]d
not try to force' change; we cannot
do so. It would serve us well in the
-event of a racial cfisis in South Africa
+orif black African nations should some-
day force us to choose between coop-’
-eration with them or with Pretoria,’
It would better respond to the views
of concerned blacks in America,
And there would be an added .ad-

i

- vantage, for those who still care; Such

a policy would bring us a little closer

‘to acting on the principles. we still-
-proclaim. .

Anthony Lake, director of Internatton-

.al Voluntary Services, is completing
.a book on American policy toward,

Rhodesia for the Carnegle Endowment

. for International Peace.
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B tent

Schlesinger and Kissinger.

[

© WASHINGTON, "Feb. ' 26—i
Secretary of Defense James R./
Schiesinger believes that Cam-
bodia will fall whether or not

‘Congress “approves emergency

aid. U

Secretary, of State Kissinger
reasons that even with Ameri-
can aid the Phnom Penh Gov-
ernment’s chances for survival
waver between zero and 50-50.

Both - officials believe that
Cambodia’s collapse by itself
iwould -be a setback but not a
:disaster for American foreign
policy 'as long as.aid has not
been terminated, leaving the
United States open to blame. -’
" These are’ known to be the
views expressed- in"private by
these two_ officials. - President
Ford's views are not similarly
known in any detail, But heé is
said “to. be deeply committed
to continuing aid to Cambodia
and South Veitnam.

Publicly, the three men con-
tinue to be optimistic about the
prospects of Phnom Penh’s sur-
vival if Congress approves
$222-million” in emergency aid
that has been requested and
fearful that other nations- will
regard Washington as wunreli-

‘able if Cambodia is denied aid

and then falls.

Today, -for example, Mr.

_ Schlesinger told a House com-
mittee that the probability is'
“extremely high”  that Cam-

. bodia could survive, with the
supplemental aid, .

. .Why their sentiments report-

edly expressed privately con-

tradict their public statements
appears ‘to be open to inter-
pretation, )

* .+ Senator Hubert H. Humphrey,
Democrat of Minnesota, sug-
gested today that the Adminis-
tration was trying to shift the’
“blame” to Congress for cer-
tain failure in Cambodia.

" Others maintained- that the

two senjor secretaries were not

being cynical but were sincere-

- ly trying t6 cushion the‘adverse
consequences of Cambodia’s|
fall on American foreign policy.
In their view, Congressional ap-.
proval of the $222-million is es-
sential to this cushioning- pro-

 cess. For they are said to be’
* ‘donvinced that Cambodia's. fall

must be clearly seen as stem-|

.ming from the deficiencies -of]

See Slight Cambodia Hope

By LESUIE GELB e
- Special to The New York Timsy

4the Phnom Penh regime rather
‘than “from Washington’s de-
faulting on aid obligations,

... And, of course, as they have
said publicly, there is always
the slight possibility that the|

aid .could work to sustain thej:

‘Gavernment of President Lon
Nol and to bring about nego-
tiations. : o

‘! South. Vietnam is another
matter enirely. . Both secre-
taries 'are reliably known to
feel that the fate of the Saigon
régime is still vital to the

United States and are trying| -

to’ make subtle public distinc-
tions between American inter-
ests' in South Vietnam and
Cambodia.

" " A Distinction Drawn - -

- Yesterday, for .example, Mr.
Kissinger was asked about the
consequences of *losing* South
Vietnam and-Cambodia. As an
official later pointed . out, ‘Mr.|

Kissinger .. answered that: if}
| South iVetnam fell, this would

‘have “the most serious conse-
‘quences.” ‘He said mnothing
‘gbout Cambodia.

" These two officials, how-

"dver, have different points of| .

yiew on the advisability of
President Ford’s recent pro-
posal for ending.aid to South
Vietnam in three -years.” Mr..
Kissinger is willing to go along’
with it as politically necessary,

and Mr, : Schlesinger - wants: - -

either to go on indefinitely or.
th- pull up stakes right now. " -

“Meanwhile, Administration
officials disclosed that experts
arg filling in the details of Mr.
Ford’s three-ear proposal on aid

or Saigon, and that the total
figure now under consideration
for military and economic aid is
mbre than $6-billion. :

‘Of perhaps greater impor-
‘tance, it is understood that the
President will present. the final,
_package to Congress on a take-
it-pr-leave-it basis. As reliably
explained, the figure will reps
resent the Administration’s best

judgment of ‘what will be ade-|-

qgirate for Saigon’s survival, and
the President will accept noth-
ing less.

. Issues Discussed ;
“Discussions within the Ford’
Administration—no one . de-;

scribed them as serious dis-

putes—revolve: around . ‘three
“issues: Is there any chance that
the Phnom Penh regime .will
sufvive? What would be. the
effects of a fall? How is the
future aid program for South
Vigtnam to be continued, given
Congressional opposition?
"There is no disagreement
within the Administration that
the Phnom Penh regime will be
“defeated.in & matter of weeks

“to a few ‘months" without’:a
_massive Americap_ resu_pply of

.is provided, the two secretaries

‘the Phnom Penh Government

" does. Mr. Kissinger’s- views are

‘that it has a 50-50 chance, The

" e, but the speculation is that

" . Leadership in Question

ammunition, - )
On -the chances of Cambo-
dia’s survival-even if the aid

react ‘with various shades of
pessimism. Mr. Schlesinger is;
said to believe that the fall of

is in the cards almost no mat-
ter what the United States;

variously described as some-
where between the total con-
viction that Cambodia is. gone
with nothing to be done about
it and, according to one source,

most optimistic private assess-
ment of Mr. Kissinger’s opin-
ion is that with the ammuni-
tion, Cambodia has a good
chance of getting through the
coming rainy season.

“Neither man is said to have
made any flat predictions on
“how long the Phnom Penh Gov-
ernment would endure with the

1t.could be another year.

The belief of the two secre-
taries that Cambodia must
eventually fall is based on their
judgment of the incompetence
of President Lon Nol's leader-
sHip and the absence of a viable
alternative. - -

‘Therefore, the main issue for
them is not whether Phnom:
Penh will fall, but how. Both
‘secretaries are known to argue
ithat if Cambodia falls despite
the best American efforts, the
foreign-policy consequences
will be bearable. If, however,
she falls- as. a direct conse-
quence of American aid cutoff,
Mr. Kissinger believes the ef-
fects in other capitals would
be injurious over the long run
while - Mr. Schlesinger thinks -
more in terms of a serious set-
back. | O

- Their. reasoning is explained
as follows: e B
~1f American ammunition ship-
ment are ended, this would|
blind world perceptions to
Phnom Penh’s incompetence. If
the collapse comes as the aid.
‘continués, Washington would
still be seen as a loyal ally and.
the fault would clearly be put
on the .Cambodians: e W
~-But the perceived gap be-
tween these private judgments
and the Administrdation’s public’
rhetoric has caused some alarm

_ on Capitol Hill. Some legisla-

tore feel that the Administra-
tion is not.only worried about
fareign reaction. but about do+
mestic politics as well. + -
Humphrey Critical
Senator Humphrey said to-
:day that the President and the
two secretaries “know that in
all likelihood Phnom Penh can-

Bl

”

tional money.” « )

“Thus, it is unfair for the
Administration to scek to lay
at the feet of the Congress the
blame for a rapidly detetiorat-
ing situation in Cambodia,” he
said. - : : : :

criticized the Administration’s
public - claim that the United

38 .
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not be saved, even with addi-

On Monday, Mr. Humphrey

Statés had 4 commitmeni €4 . |

Cambodia. He cited a section
of ‘the Foreign Assistance -Aet
originally framed in 1971 amd
signed by the President to the
effect that the provision of aid
to Cambodia “shall not be con-
strued as a commitment by theé'
United States to- Cambodia for.
iits defense.” o =
" At his-news conference ves-.
terday, Mr. Kissinger did met
‘speak of Cambodia as an Amer-
ican commitment, but as “a
country which has been asso:
ciated with us.” . |
. In. sum,. Mr. Kissinger and
Mr. Schlesinger are said to feel
that the loss of Cambodia woutd
have an irreparable adverse
impact- on the credibility of
American ' commitments
'where if the United States also
pulled up stakes in South Vigt-
pam. ... 00

.. Stress on Commitment -

- Both - remain convinced, as
they have stated publicly, that
the value of the American word,
around the globe is still tied to
ziding the Saigon regime. They
further contend that the arga-
ments now being made in Con-
gress for the termination of aid
‘were not seriously advanced ati
‘the time the Paris accords were.
signed in 1973, :
" Mr. Kissinger, however, made
plain yesterdya that he was pre-
fared to accept a three-year
phase-out of aid to.Saigon as
“the best that may he attain
able”  given . Congressional
views. . . -
- M Schlesinger, on the other
hand, is described as feeling
that this_approach is disinge-.
nous, end that if Washingias|
is g_{epa:ed to let Saizca fali in
1677, "why not in 1976 or even

The Defense Secretary is said|
to feel that the three-year}
phase-out would solve the ‘cur-
rent political problem in Wash-
ington, but would leave an even
greater moral problem at a
later point.

Group Works on Plan

Meanwhile, an intera, ency
group is at work on thegp!mi
under the direction of Assistant
Secretary of State Philip C.°
Habib, The President is expect-.
ed to present -the results of-
their labors after the Cambodizs
issue is resolved, : "
The President has asked Com-
gress for $300-million in sup-
plemental military aid and $1

bililon in.new military aid fer
Saigon. : :

The Senate Majority Leader,
Mike Mansfield, said today that
he was “sick and tired of pic-
tures of Indochinese men, wo-
men and children being slaugh-
tered by American guns with
American ammunition in coum-

_{tries in which we have no vital

interests and which are not tied
to our security or our welfare™
Asked about the consequences

- 'of President Lon Nol's losing,

he said, “It would force the
Cambodians to face up to their
own future with no help er

- hindrance from us, and thats

‘the-way it should be and that’s
ithe way it’s going to be.”
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Luns says @amb@dza S faﬂ
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Expel ts Fear:
iAid Too Iate
eEor Cambodia

i . By Michael Getler

Washirgton Post Staff Writer
: Some experienced. U.S. de:

-fense analysts - believe . the

‘chances. are’ less than - 50-50
_that the Cambodian govern-

ment- -can hold -out long
lenouGh for the new aid Presi-
l dent Ford is requesting from a
-reluctant Congress to make a

dlfference on the battlefield.

- These officials agree- that
’!over the long run _the- addi:
{ tional $222 million Mr.; Ford is

seekm" would be “cr'tlcal"
'the Cambochans i

© But “even-. making: the un:
likely assumption " that Con-
gress will approve the ajd.re-
{quest, there is a- wxdesprea(.
'opmmn that it would take.sev-
yeral weeks for the' impact of

.such aid to be felt militarily

'and the crisis for- the beleag-

.ueréd Cambodian . army-. w:}).
" - come before then.

b . Specifically, a number of ex-
perienced analysts - believe
that the government forces]
must reopen the vital Mekong
!River supply line very -Soon.
.The river- has been blockeéd in
|recent weeks by a combination
rof underwater, mines—which,
‘it has been leamed appear fo
-have been provided by China

-—and well-entrenched Khmer

Rouge insurgent forces alon"

the banks, . .. .. - .

The. smrounded camtal of

Phnom Penh is being- supplied
by a chartered American .air-
‘lift ‘which,. while " impressive,
cannot’ keep the Cambodians,
supplied with- ammunition;
rice and fuel ‘over the long
tun, analysts say.

- Some senior anah sts in the

Defense Intelligence : Agency
are already known to. view
Cambodia as 2 lost cause. ., .-
* Elsewhere in government,
analysts are watching  with
alarm reports of anti-Chinese
rioting in the Cambodian town
of Battambang last week, and
riows reportedly starting in the
capital city, as a sign of scape-
gnating, which could ‘signal a
more. widespread - breakdown
of order in the cities. ’

As some defense analysts
isee it, government forees must
ireopen the Mekong, at least
inarsially, within the next few
weeks. At the moment, how-g’
ever, there is virtually no opti-
mism that governmént troops.
cando it.

i}

The United States is known;,

to be urging the Lon Nol gov-
ernment to risk losing some

provincial towns . outside:the
capital by moving forces from
these areas to join in the cru-
cial battle for the river.

.The Cambodmn army has nt

-By CHARLES W. CORDDRY
Washington Bureaw of The sun
Washington — The secretary

general of the North Atlantic
‘Treaty- " Organization Joseph
M.A.H. Luns, appeared to take
a calmer view yesterday than
the Ford administration has
been taking of the effects Cam-
bodia’s - fall would have on
United States relations w1th al-

lies.

If the government-at Phnom
Penh is. toppled for lack of
American. aid, Mr. Luns said,
“it will not increase confi-

be very strong.” -
Here for conferences,

Kissinger,

dence” in the U.S., but the|policy.

reaction in Europe “would nqt

miost some 110,000 men, ac-
cording to the best U.S. esti-
mates. The Khmer insurgents
have some 70,000. But only
about 45,000 -of the govern-
ment's troops are in the capi‘
tal area, facing some 25,000 in-
surgents. ‘The United States
wants Lon Nol to bring in at.
least some of his forces from

" areas such as KOmpong Speu.
-and Kompong Cham, where

there are relatively small in-
surgent forces, to improve the
odds around the capital and.
along the river. Each side now
has an estimated 10,000 men
along the Mekong. :

If this redeployment of
forces is carried out, at least
some analysts believe it may
forestall . complete disaster
within the next few weeks.

- Then, it is explained, the new

aid from Congress could be-
come critical..

The Pentagon claims Cam- .

bodia will run out of ammuni-
tion by the end of March with-
out -more aid ‘money. Other
sources say there is no way to
check the Pentagon estimates,
but most agree that the esti-
mate is probably ught to
within a week or two,

“Thus, if the Cambodians
could reopen the river soon,
and keep it open with new aid
until July, it is argued that
the government might survive
long enough. to reach a com-
promise settlement with the
Khmer insurgents.

It i3 'in July that the Me-.

kmig, swollen by riins that be-
gin in May, overflows its”
banks and widens considera-
bly tntil
This widening in effect pushes :
mortars and artillery back
from the banks and makes it |
harder to get mines into the
shxppm" channels, thus mak-
ing shipping somewhat safer |
Irom attack.

«+It is this »povtentialv sequence

about December; 1

U.s.

of events that apparently was’
behind President Ford’s re-
mark yesterday that if the
Cambodian " government is
“able to mdintain national in.

tegrity -until the end of the -

dry season, there is a possibil-
ity of negotiations to end the
“.ar in Cambodia.” -

* Mr. Ford once again - called,
the aid request “highly crit--
ical.” On Capitol -Hill, Secre-
tary . of Defense James R.
Schlesinger claimed the proba-
bility was “extremely high”
that Cambodia could survive if
more aid was forthcoming, ‘but
- that, of course, “there was no
such thing as a guarantee.”

But both Schlesinger and
the President once more were
confronted by. congressional

leaders who questioned the

wisdom of continuing such aid.
Senate  Majority Leader
Mike Mansfield (D-Mont.) said
he was “sick and tired” of see-
ing Cambodians “slaughtered”
with American weapons and
that administration pleas for
more money were- “an  old
story, repeated many times.”
Mansfield called the new re-
quest one for “indefinite par-
ticipation—indirect as it may
be—in the affairs of countries
to which we have no commit-
nent.”
. Rep. George H. Mahon (D~
Tex.) chairman of the House
Appropriations Committee,
told Schlesinger that “I think
it saddens all 'responsible
|Americans to see Cambodia
_collapse.” But, he added: “It is
‘just impossible to convince
rank-and-file Americans that
jthere is any end to this, and
ultinvately Cambodia cannot
survive so why spend hun-
dreds of m1111ons of dollals

~ [more.”

Schlesinger, in a hearing be-
fore the committee, said - he
couldn’t predict when Cambo-

39

Luns has been ‘the 15-nation
alliance’s top administrative| Tuesday. At the same time,
officer since 1971, and before
that was foreign minister ofjof the Cambodian—or South
the - Netherlands for 19 years:

President Ford and Henry A.
the Secretary of over the years, “raise the gra-
State, lighting for a $222 mil-
lion in emergency aid to Cam-|associated with the U.S.
| bodia, have been portraying
the possible fall of the Lon-Nol|sion—at ‘a luncheon with di-
government as a development
that would have gravest conse-Imembers and foreign affairs|
quences for American foreign

“security and the in-

| stands the prospect that no ad-

i tegrnty of our alliances depend

Mr.|upon our reputation as arelia-

ble partner,” Mr. Ford said
Mr. Kissinger said destruction

Vietnamese—governments be-
cause aid was refused would,

vest doubts” in many countries

Mr. Luns gave the nﬁpres—

plomats, -congressional staff
specialists—that the reaction i
Europe probably would be ne-
gative in government cscies,
‘but muted.
" There was no suggestion that
European-American relations
iwould be disturbed. :

dia might be able to reach a |
political settlement to the war.

Despite the tone of oppesi-
tion already evident in Con-
gress, senior analysts say they
don’t believe the Cambodian
government as yet fully under-

ditional aid may be fortheom-
ing and - that any more overt
rejection by Congress in the
next week or so could produce
a psychological shock that
would contribute to an even
more rapid- collapse of the:
Lon Nol government.

This would be especially
true if the river remains shut!
and the city remains isolated. :

On the other hand, some of-
ficials believe the sizeable air-
lift now under way provides a
visible, immediate morafe
boost to the. Cambodians andi
maintains at least their hope
for continued aid.

If additional aid were aliow-
ed, the principal difference &t
might  make from a purely
military standpoint would he
in the airlift not.just of ame-
munition, but of some artillery
and armored personnel caswi-,
ers that have been lost smﬁ
not replaced.

These, however, are k&:’
items, and only a few at @’
time could be hrought in. Tt

{1s why analysts say that as:sﬂm

from just keeping the ;,ov&"ra»;-
ment in ammunition, the -y
creased aid would take qzmes

1a while to make any real &

ference; there is no way te get
supplies into Phnom Penh ex-
cept for the airport, which is!|
also ‘vulnerable to attack. !

Sources say the absolute}
minimum daily requirement
for the Cambodian army is
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about 500 to 600 tons of" am:
munition. The airlift in recent
days has been beefed-up to
provide that much and is ex-
pected to increase to almost
800 tons until the money runs
out. . }

The minimum daily rice
needs for the Phnom Penh
area are estimated at 550 to
600 tons, which the airlift also
hopes to meet. Minimum pe-
troleum™ needs are estimated
at 150 to 200 tons. '

As the airlift expands, some
officials believe the Cambeo-
dians can hang.on as long as
the money holds out,

The more widely held view}|
is that all the amounts being
airlifted are still basic mini-
mums, that the estimates of |
what is needed are poor to}
begin with, and that any in-
crease in combat .or further
deterioration in morale could
cause a rapid government col-
lapse.

More importantly, officials
say that there is simply no
support within the U.S. gov-
ernment for a solution that
depends on a costly, long-term
airlift that shows no sign of
ending.

The Mekong, they say, must
be reopened fast. But the
chances, in the view of one
specialist, are 60-40 against

the government being able to
do it. , : .
NEW YORK TIMES
16 February 1975

Mr. Thieu and -

The Critics

Opponents of President Nguyen Van-

Thieu have been staging demonstra:
tions against his regime, including one
in which his photographs were burned
on the steps of the South Vietmanese
National Assembly. Mr. Thieu has an-
swered with severity.

Five opposition papers have been
closed, leaving only one publishing.
Sceveral important journalists Have
been arrested. And, to the annoyance
of the United States mission, Mr. Thieu
has returned to power several high-

ranking military -and police officers’

ousted for deserved reputations of cor-
ruptness. ) ) .

The demonstration at the National
Assembly, the former opera house, was
staged by a number of deputies, but it
.also drew a rare appearance by Duong
Van (Big) Minh, the retired general
who is an opposition figurehead. This
and other protests by Buddhists were
quickly subdued.

Sources in Saigon suggests that the
military shake-up is pre-emptive—the
regime fears demonstrations may in-
tensify if the United States Congress
does not grant the $300-million in sup-
plementary aid the:.Ford Administra-
tion seeks for Saigon.

A key figure in the changes is Lieut.
Gen, Nguyen Van Toan. Last October,
under opposition and American pres-
sure to clean up corruption in the ar-
my, Mr, Thieu removed General Toan
from a command position, even though

NEW YORK TIMES

By Anthony Le'y\'ris‘ :

BOSTON, Feb, 26—When the’ Soviet -

Union crushed Dubcek’s Czechoslo-
. vakia in 1968, it claimed an inherent
right of intervention to keep any “sis-
.ter -socialist state” from slipping out

of the Soviet orbit. That was the _

.Brezhnev Doctrine, - .
Americans were sickened by the

brutal cynicism of the Soviet rationali-

zatioh. But if we open our eyes, we

cannot avoid seeing that we now have -

~a doctrine to-match. It must be called
-the Kissinger Doctrine. . .

It appeared first in relation to the
Allende Government of Chile. In that
‘context the doctrine could be stated
‘as follows: The United States is en-
‘titled to conspire against another -

country’s constitutional government if -

we fear it might slip that country out :
of our orbit. - B .
. Henry Kissinger put the matter suc-
-cinctly to the Forty Committee, the
secret operations group that he heads,

‘on June 27, 1970. Speaking of Chile,

he said: “I don’t see why we need to .

stand by and watch a country go Com-
munist due. {0 the irresponsibility of

‘its own people.”

Ti:> torment of Cambodia shows
that the doctrine also takes a second

Locmas TE Eimiinient coiies to power
. A0ITIL af G GOVEidi COies 10 powe

‘by a coup and takes its country into
the U. S. orbit, Washington will do
-anything to prevent a change of that
government—no matter how little sup-
port it has from its own people, no
‘matter how terrible the cost to them.

'. Lon Nol ‘overthrew the Sihanouk -

Government in March 1970. Whatever -

_'its role in that coup, the United States

‘intervened. quickly thereafter. In April
President Nixon sent in  American
troops. He said the purpose was only’
to hunt Vietnamese Communists, not
to “expand the war “into Cambodia.”

But war has raged -ever since in that .

once so peaceful country, with the
United States playing a dominant part.
© The Ford Administration is now
putting extreme pressure on Congress
for more aid to Lon Nol. What is the
rationalization? President Ford ex-
plained today that American policy is
to help “where the government and
the people of a country want to pro-
tect their country from foreign aggres-
sion or a foreign invasion.” .

That a man as decent as Gerald Ford
should accept such stuff from his -ad-
visers, and repeat it, is disheartening.
For his premise of Cambodia resisting
“foreign” attack is the opposite of the
truth. - .

Americans in Phnom Penh concede
.that the war is a genuine civil war—
Cambodians against Cambodians. Nor
do they pretend that Lon Nol has much
popular suppert. His corrupt, ineffec-
tual government is totally dependent
on the United States.

ezmmpmy Cl§78DP77-00432R000100360007-1

* "The Kissinger Doctrine’

It is hard for Americans to admit
this, given our historic ideals, but we
are the alien intruders in Cambodia.
That fact, and_the feebleness of the
side we support, are the reasons for
the Khmer Rouge’s success. The Viet-

_namese did play a commanding role .

in the period after Sihanouk’s fall. But
outside help to the Cambodian insur-
gents is-now limited, compared to the
American support of Lon Nol.

The US. has given $1.8 billion to
Lon Nol so far. Americans still direct
much of his war effort, and supply it*
entirely. From March 1970 to August
1973, when Congress called a halt,

“‘American planes dropped 442,735 tons

of bombs on Cambodia. No Chinese or
Vietnamese planes have dropped
bombs—or been given as aid to the-
Khmer Rouge. S
" As a new excuse for more American -

H

“aid to fuel this hopeless war, .Admin--

istration spokesmen ‘say there might

'ABROAD AT HOME

be negotiations if Lon Nol survi\;es:
long enough. That is a desperate argu-

‘ment, and disingenuous. When the

Khmer Rouge leader, Khieu Samphan, ',
toured eastern Europe in 1974, the
U.S. Ambassador in Phnom Penh, Jahn
Gunther Dean, urged that contact be
made with him, Mr; Kissinger rejected
the ide’a. ) ' .
' No, Mr. Kissinger’s concern is not
for the Cambodians, who want no
more war. It is for American credibil-
ity, and especially-his own, which he
thinks would suffer if we “lost” Cam-

. bodia. Because the only conceivable

settlement now would mean Lon Nol’s
departure, the war must go on. Mr.
Kissinger is prepared to fight to the
last Cambodian, o )

In The New York Times the other
day, right next to the story about the
latest Ford-Kissinger appeal for more

- arms to Lon Nol, there was a report

from The Times correspondent in
Phnom Penh, Sydney H. Schanberg. It
told about what had happened to Cam-
bodia in these five years. Y

“Cambodia - before the -war,” -he
wrote, was “so rich in her food pro-

.duce that even the very. poor were

never hungry. . . . Now it is a country -
of landless nomads with empty stom-
achs— human flotsam living amidst
damp and filth. . . . The countryside
is charred wasteland , . " :

That s the result of the Kissinger
Doctrine—of -an obsession with order
and power at the expense of humanity.
Whatever else he accomplishes in of-
fice, Henry Kissinger will be associated
forever with the destruction of Cam-
bodia. But Gerald Ford, Congress and -
the rest of us do not have to go on
accepting his monstrous values.

the two are close associates. Now the
general is back as head of the region
that surrounds Saigon.
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By Walt W. Rostow

From all accounts, a majority in
the Congress appears seized of the
idea that we should limit our military
assistance to Cambodia and South

Vietnamn in the face of the military

offensives they confront, despite the .

judgment of the executive branch
that this may well lead to Communist
victory in the area. :

Those supporting this limitation
are in the position of arguing that it
would be better for the people of
Southeast Asia to have peace than
war, even if peace brings Communist
control. They also say that the
‘American people have had enough of
Southeast Asia, and a majority of our
citizens supports a cut-off of aid to
the area.

Tt is understandable after all that -

has transpired over the last 30 years

that the American political process.

should gerierate moods like these;

but, as George Kennan wrote in.

another context: “History does not
forgive us our national mistakes be-
cause they are explicable in terms of
our domestic politics.”* What if the
destruction of independent non-
Communist states in Southeast Asia
should irreversibly lead not to
“peace’ but to greater instability
and conflict in the world than we al-
ready know?

Specifically, members of Congress
ought to consider these four points
before casting their votes.

© Whatever moral judgments or
domestic political imperatives may
move individual members of Con-
gress, the United States will appear
to the rest of the world to have knifed
in the back an embattled ally. And
we will have done so after that ally
had successfully held his own over
the more than five years since
American troop withdrawals began,
accepring increased casualdes, de-
spite an American-negotiated truce

settlement that has not been honored

by Hanoi and on whose enforcement
Washingron has not insisted once our
prisoners were horme. :
A part of.that settlement was the:
understanding that we would supply
the South Vietnamese with arms to
match those mounted against them.
There is nio North Vietnamese weap-
on that does not come from its allies
in Moscow and Peking. It is inevita-
bie that an Avnerican cut-off of mili-
tary supplies to Southeast Asia
shakes cur alliances in every part of
the world. Qur alliecs may differ in
the weighit they attach to cvents in
Sout! Asiag bui they are all'vital-
ly aficcted by the record of American
reliability in honoring its treaty com-
mitments and other promises.
© A loss of confidence in American
- reliability could lead to further nu-
clear proliferation. A good many
countries have moved close to the
threshbold of nuclear weapons
production. One barrier that has thos
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far prevented their taking this fateful
step is the greater advantage of ex-

plicit or implicit security ties with -
the United States than the develop-

ment of independent nuclear capabil-

ities can provide. An American for-

eign policy dominated by moods of a

Congress prepared to alter unilater-

ally treaty relations as well as

agreements made by.the executive

branch, is not likely to commend it-

self as the foundation for national se-

curity to a number of important na-

tions in a world they perceive as still

potentially dangerous. By several

routes, nuclear proliferation in-

creases the chances of nuclear war.

@ In Southeast Asia itself, the action

of Congress may well lead to a larger

war rather than to peace. That action

will sig.al to other powers a defini-.
tive American abandonment of inter-

est in Southeast Asia and set off a.
scramble for power to fill the

vacuum. -

The situation in the region differs
in a number of ways from that in
1965 Thailand and Indonesia, for
example, are stronger now, and per-
haps some of the other states as well.
On the otber hand, the long line of the
Mekong still renders Thailand vul-
‘nerable to a2 Communist conquest of
Indochina; and the fate of Burma
‘runs with that of Thailand, as both
parties have long recognized Since
independence, the Indiap foreign
policy has systemetically regavded
the independence of Burma (and XMa
layasia, tco) as a direct vital inter
est. Thus, a congressional cut-off of
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military aid could set in motion a.
confrontation between India and
China, as well as a Chinsse-Russian
confrontation. Both confrontations
now carry the potentiality of guclear
war,
© Finally, the resources of Southeast
Asia, until recently a factor of negli-
gible interest, have increased in
importance to Japan and Western
Europe as well as to the United
States; that is, the oil of Indonesia
and the potential deposits of the:
South China Sea. In a world enmesh-
ed in a long-term energy crisis, the
sea routes which Indochina domi-
nates assume increased importance
This is not the first time in our
history that the Congress has exer-
cised intimate control over foreign
pelicy. The first time it happened, in
the 1780s, it yielded such dangers to
the republic that the nation reluctant-
ly accepted the Constitution under
which we have lived successfully for
almost 190 years. The last time it
happened, between 1918 and 1949, the
policy of the United States contrib-

sstnd nnkn-'n-.ﬁaﬂn #os bl n vt A
“lLw Suvsididday & Wil COmIng of

the Second World War. ‘.

The voices now dominant in the
Congress, echoing their isolationist
predecessors, are once again seeking
to impose their vision of how the.
world ought to be, as opposed to the
way the world really is. Those who
know better are mainly silent; cowed
by the media, tired from a long ener-.
vating siruggle, unwilling to say
what they believe after the bruising
battles of the past generation. But
history is without pity — even for the
United States. To -quote Kennan
again: *‘A nation which excuses its
own failures by the sacred untouch-
ableness of its own habits can excuse
itself into complete disaster.”

And this time the disaster could be’
nuclear war. . -

Saigon Political Cartoonist I's Repofted Arrested

By JAMES M. MARKHAM  |morning, Maj. Gen. Nguyen!the following' notice was places
Spectal to The New York Times Khac Binh said that thejioday: “Following the arrest c.
SAIGON, South Vietnam, Feb.iGovernment had cracked a ring}?“);:laf“’l‘,’"’“] Choe by the i
f , N s . ; b e, 1 s defr
7 2 Sagos eading el COmUn sgete b pu o7 B0 i S 7
cartoonist,  who. pilloried|Portedly had penetrated the] “We hope that h 4 e
: R ,Saigon press corps. ! > nope thal he would %
Government - figures and- the:V%!s . N :freed soon to resume his wor:
Comrunists with egual vieer,] ~ NotonListof Aceused | for our readers' service.”
has been arrested. well-placed: General Binh, who commands _The Saigon Post, a conserva.
sources repevied today. the naticnal police, gave the tive, anti-Communist paper. -
" Nguyen Hai Chi, a 20 ycar-names of 18 persons as Com- largely owned by Bui Diem
ald-sergeant assiened (o the Munist agenis, The cartoonist’s ferrier Viernamese Ambassadr:
Joint General Staff, was arrest; Pame was not amang +them.'to Washington who on cceasior
ed yy mititary policemen three When asked about the disap-'undertalkes diplomatic missior:
days ago, one of, those.sources Pearance of Mr. Chi, the police for’ President
said. © - - -commander said flatly that he;Thieu. , )
* The sources said that the car-1'ad 1ot been armested, and that: Oné of Choe's last published
toonist, known to thousands/'G Was not involved in the plot. cartoons showed an unmistak-
here by his pen name, Choe,| A police spokesman said Uﬂsi?b]yl Ihlleu'j('-ke figure - con-,
subsequently was turned o\,e,-[attm:noon that “so far, we hqvej_m“':mb,““(? '(‘{‘mml.mlsts. keld-
to the civilian national police|received no further mfnrmahon;:';g_ d‘flrl‘ e under his arm. But
yesterday afternoon, But. Mr,;0n cartoonist Choe.” e riile was pmnledrat hﬁg':n‘m?
Chi's exact whereabouts could! In the space that the English-f';?”]semm;"h the Vietnamese
not be firmly established. At allangyage Saigon Post usually F7OP¢ not the (’:om"_’”f‘lfl_*e'
news conference  yesterdayireserved for Choe's cartoons, l(l

Nguyen

- .
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Herom Add1ct10n Growmg in South Vietnam Especially

By FOX BUTTERFIELD

Speaial to The New York Times
PLEIKU, South Vietnam, Feb.’
|17—In the dingy, dimly lit back
iroom of a house near the Ro-
- man Catholic cathedral here,
two soldiers lay sprawled on a

bed, their eyes closed. = -

Another  soldier, in the
mottled green camouflage uni-
form of a South Vietnamese
ranger, entered the room and
.approached a tired-looking old
man squatting .in the ‘corner
over a water-pipe. “Dad, may 1
borrow the bowl and sword »
he asked. These were the code
~twords- used-to ask for a heroin
injection.

This was an example of a
growing heroin addiction prob-
lem throughout the South Viet-
namese armed forces and
among some well-to-do young
people, especiauy ‘in  Baigon.

According to military investi-
gators in this dusty Central
Highlands garrison city, about
30 per cent of the airmen and
combat soldiers stationed here
now use heroin in some form.
At least part of this heroin is
said to be sold by South Viet-
namese officers.

There have been no known
" |instances of plane-crashes or
avoidance of combat because of
this use of narcotics, But there
have been several cases report-
ed here recently of deaths

among pilots and soldjers be-

|cause of overdoses.

The drug probleni began, ‘

Vietnamese familiar with it say,
with the national mood of des-
pair that accompanied - the
,Communlsts offensive in 1972
‘and then the ineffective Paris
peace agreement in 1973 The
problem is most acute in isolat-
ed garrisons such as. Pleiku
where there has been little ac-

tual fighting recently and bore-| -

dom is almost as big an enemy
as the North Vietnamese.

In the view. of investiga-
tors, the heroin problem-is also
a direct legacy of the American
presence in Vietnam.

“We always had some opium
smoking, but we didn’t know
what heroin was until the G.I.’s
brought it,” a South Vietnam-
ese official remarked, He was
‘referring to the epidemic of her-
oin use that spread rapidly
‘among American_soldiers here
‘in 1970 and 1971 as United
States participation in the war
was phased out.

‘The most  commonly used
Vietnamese term for heroin,
“si ke,” does in fact suggest an
American origin.. It is a corrup-
‘tion of the GL sla.ng word
#scag.”

{  Moreover, narcotics special-
ists believe, much of the heroin
bemg sold in Vietnam. now is

e Towan abanle

left over from the 1arge Stolx-

lier years to supply American
|servicemen. )

piles accumulated in those ear-|

‘at Remote Army Post

i “The smugglers hadn’t antick|
pated a drop in the market so{
_soon,” a Western specialist Sug-;

- gested, As evidence of his theo-!

ry, he added that no heroin was
now known to be moving into
South Vietnam from Thailand,
the usual source.

The wholesale drug busmess
in Vietnam is thought to be car-
ried on by Chinese networks!
operating from Cholon, the
ilarge Chinese section of Saigon.
But just who markets it to the
troops is murky.

The ranger - who bought a
dose in the house near the ca-
thedral here said that his former
commander, & major, had once
sold heroin at their border out-
post in Kontum.

Pushers in Area Headquarters

Other knowledgeable Viet-
namese and foreigners say they|
can point out pushers .among
low-ranking officers in the
headquarters of Milztary Region
1I in Pleiku.

Lieut. Col. Nguyen Ngoc Tho-
ai, the chief of police in Pleiku,
is well aware of the problem.

“As you can see, Pleiku is a
clty of soldiers.” he said, sitting!
in a small coffee shop. “It is the!
soldiers who use the drugs, and|
they themselves protect the!
pushers. Then what can I do?” |

There have been some police’

Iefforts at arresting suspected
dealers in. Pleiku. But heroin
can still be purchased easily
down dozens of back alleys and
jin some coffee shops for prices
ranging from the equivalent of
about 70 cents for the smallest
cellophane packet to $10 for a

plastic vial, .

Because the heroin is of ex-:
tremely high purity—from 90
to 97 per cent—it is dangerous

.to inject it directly and most
lusers mix it with tobacco for
smoking. Street heroin in New
York often is of as low punty
as 2 to 3 per cent.

The South Vietnamese Army
has established several rehabili-|
{tation centers and hospital
wards, including one at the
Cong Hoa Military Hospital in
|Saigon, which has treated more|
than 1,000 patients in two|
years. But the methods are|
primitive and the rate of relapse

is said to be high.

‘It also seems difficuit for
many Vietnamese to treat hers
oin addiction as a serious prob-
lem-—there are too many other
‘major problems already.
l As the.ranger was sticking a
‘needle into his left forearm,
in the hour here, two.young
girls walked into the room
carrying the family laundry.
They hung it up to dry without
even glancing at him.
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Cambodlan Disaster

‘did not say, for the most egreglous
example, that the real disaster is that
of the gentle.and unwarlike Cam-

. By Tom Wicker

Why doesn't Sect'etary of Defense
James R. Schlesinger go on television
and try to sell the Brooklyn Bridge?
That would be easier and far more

honest than trying to sell the shabby -

proposition that if Cambodia. goes
Communist, it will be both a disaster
for the United States and the fault of
the. Democraztxc Congress,’

Mr. Schlesinger said on -ABC's
“Issues and Answers” that {f Congress
_did not provide $222 million requested

by the Ford Administration for mili--

tary aid to the Lon Nol Government,
Cambodia would “absolutely” fall to
the Communists.

Maybe so, although scaretalk out of
the Pentagon is cheaper than the dol-
Jar. What Mr. Schlesinger did not say,
although he knows it perfectly well, is
that if Congress does put up the $222-
million, Mr. Schlesinger and the
Administration will be bick next year
for more, probably much more, since
@ hundred times $222 million will not
bring -an anti-Communist victory in
Cambodia, anymore than such sums

brought an anti-Communist victory in

South Vietnam.,

There is a great deal more that Mr.'

Schiesinger did not say, although he
probably knows most of that, too. He

L

+

bodian people,
civilization are being savagely blown
apart by a war that the Ford Admin-

istration, like the Nixon Administra-.

tion before it, seems to see only as an
instrument of policy. But those are—
or were— real Cambodians bleeding
and dying and watching their homes
and children destroyed.

Mr. Schlesinger did not say that if
Cambodia is really about to fall to
the  Communists, two successive Ad-
ministrations—which in foreign policy
and national security affairs are really
the same-—have no one to blame but
themselves, While it is not as yet clear
to what extent the Nixon Administra-
tion participated in the overthrow of
the Sihanouk Government, there is.no
doubt that the Lon Nol coup was at
Jeast encouraged from Washington.
And it was the American invasion of
Cambodia from South Vietham in May,
1970, that brought full-scale war to a
country that had bezen at peace how-
ever uneasy.

That war, and the contmumg Ameri—
can backing for Lon Nol, has not res-

.cued Cambodia from the Communists
but made it far more likely—if Mr:
‘Schlesinger’'s warnings have any valid-
“ity—that Cambodia will be taken.

over by the Communists. Nor did the

. Cambodian war have any usefut effect -

whose country and

‘on the war in Vietnam, despite the

inflated claims made for it by Richard
Nixon and other such statesmen. That,
war has done little but ruin Cambodia,
slaughter Cambodians, absorb Ameri-’
can resources, and blacken this coun-
try’s once-good name in a way not
even South Vietnam could quite ac-
complish. :

Fortunately, there are numerous
members of Congress who know all
this and more and who are not likely
to be frightened off by the implication
that they will be held responsible by
an outraged America if Cambodia goes
Communist—for example, Vice' Presi-

'dent Rockefeller’s recent warning that

“we know where the responsibility will
lie” if Congress does not honor what
he called a “moral commitment” to
further military aid for South Vietnam.

“(In fact, no one should be surprised, -

if Congress refuses the aid request, to -
find that the Pentagon has enough’

‘money and material in its pipelines.

IN THE NATION.

and hiding places and gobbledegook
accounts to keep the war gbing right.
along in both Cambodia and South
Vietnam.)

But even if the Schlesinger-Rocke-
feller scare tactics don’t work, the
military-aid struggle discloses a sad
and rather ominous state of mind at
the top of the Ford Administration=—
an unwillingness to admit error, a

,dogmatic anti-Communism, an affinity

‘for military force, a mindless persist-
ence. in outmoded or discredited slo-
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“gans, an inverted sense of priority, 2 "
‘myopic perception of domestic political” -

reality, and an utter callousness to.
the human consequences of lofty policy
decisions.

Thus, Indochina policy still seems‘to
be controlled by the single, overriding
policy concern that has controlled it at-
ieast since the Kennedy Administration
—the high-level belief that no Ameri-
can Government can afford to let a
country it has undertaken to assist go
Communist, for fear of the political.
reaction of the American people. To
prevent that dread reaction, billions of
dollars, 50,000 American lives, and
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'~ The Fear
Truth

By Anthony Lewis

BOSTON, Feb. 19—A group of Sen-
_ators and Representatives is scheduled
.to fly off this weekend, at the State
Department’s suggestion, for a ten-day
visit to South Vietnam and Cambodia.
They will be accompanied by high
State and Defense officials, and on

the scene they will get the usual offi-

cial guidance. :
The scenario calls for this group,
like so many others over the last fif-
teen years, to be persuaded that all
will be well in Indochina if only there
is a little more American aid, a little
more -involvement. But an unsched-
uled drama is developing over the
trip. The story well illustrates how
the. obsession with Indochina has dis-
torted the American official mind.

One Congressman who agreed to go
‘on the trip is a freshman Democrat
from Iowa, Tom Harkin. Mr. Harkin
happens to know something about
Vietnam, He was a Navy pilot there.
Later he came back as an aide to the
Congressional group that discovered
the tiger cages—the loathesome cells,
built with U.S. aid, where the Thieu
Government kept political prisoners.

Representative Harkin said he would
bring along as his staff aide and inter-
preter Don Luce, who spent ten years
in Vietnam and knows it about as well
as any American, He would be useful
especially, Mr. Harkin said, because
ordinary Victnamese would talk more
freely through him than ihrough an
official interpreter. But Mr. Luce is
critical of the Thieu Government,
which heartily dislikes him and forced
him out of the country.

The State Department made no for-
mal objection to MF. Luce, as indeed
it could not. But Assistant Secretary,
Philip Habib made clear his displeasure,
and conservative Republicans on the
delegation * protested. If Don luce
went, they said, they would not, At
this writing the issue is unresolved.

That grown men should be so afraid
of a voice other than their own may
seem Judicrous, but Justice Holmes
observed long ago that men naturally
try 10 suppress opposing views. But
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‘untold “mimbers of Vietnamese™ and’

Cambodians have been sacrificed. To
-stave off that feared accounting, the
credibility of the Presidency and the
integrity of the Government have been
_repeatedly breached. '
If there ever was any validity to

that'fear of an outraged and vengeful .
public, it was when a huge American -
army was committed to battle and the-

national honor was loudly proclaimed

- at stake. No such army is now en-

gaged, and so little American honor
can be found amid the wreckage and
corpses of Indochina that to invoke it
now mocks history and the dead.

the Constitution, he said, operates on
the theory that free access to all ideas
is most likely to lead to the truth.
The- zealots of American policy on
Vietnam want to limit access because
fhey fear the truth, o .
. Truth is not the only casualty of
the long official obsession with- Indo-
china. Another is respect for law. Here’
again an ‘example is at hand. It-is
much more important, really, than the
childish if revealing attempt to tell a
Congressman whom he may have ‘as
an assistant... - .
> Two years ago Congress wrote into
jaw language designed to end the role

of the American military in Indochina. -

Section 30 of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1973 teads as follows:

. “No funds authorized or.appropri-
ated under this or any other law may
be expended to finance military or
para-military operations by the U. S.
in or over vietnam, Laos or Cambudia.”
s The United States is now running
an emergency airlift of ammunition
to Phnom Penh, Cambodia.- These are
some of the characteristics of the op-
eration: N .

* @U.8. Air Force C-130's are being
used, with the official insignia painted
over. - ) o :

eThe Air Force lends the planes,
without charge, to a corporation called
Bird Air. It flies- what its head, Wil
liam H. Bird, calls “sorties” from Thai-

“land to Cambodia.

©The Air Force provides fuel for
the planes, and all maintenance.

@About half the crews have been
recruited from the Air Force active
reserve. Mr. Bird says he believes the
men are getting reserve credit for
making the runs. - '

oMost of the other crew members
are former Air Force men, many of
them recently off active duty.

Those details were given in a report
from Bangkok by Richard Blystone of
The . Associated Press. The New York
Times correspondent in Phnom Penh,
Sydney H. Schanberg, described the
airlift as “technically being handled
by civilian contractors but actus
ally run from beginning to end by the
American military.”

A lawsuit filed in the Federal Dis-
trict Court in Boston challenges the
Cambodian airlift as a military opera-
tion in flat violation of the 1973
statute. But why should jt take a law-
suit to make officials of the United
States Government comply with the
law? ]

The obsession - with Indochina has

done terrible things to the standards-

of official behavior in this country
over the years, Men otherwise com-
mitted to honor and law have become

(

‘as separate independent statutory bodies. -
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U.S. Magazines in, -
Australia Hampered

) BY DAVID LAMB . N
. . Times Stalt Writer .
SYDNEY-—Confronted by an increasingly expensive
and inefficient postal system, the twe U.S. magazine
with the largest circulation here are paying the price for
having bucked the traditional buying habits of the Aus-
tralian public. o
Both publications—Reader's Digest (local circulation
800,000 a month) and Time {125,000 a week)—rely pri-
marily on mail subscriptions for their mass circulations,
thus facing a problem that other major Australian mag-
azines do not share. : o .
The Australian public traditionally does not buy for
the future. Heavy smokers buy their cigarets a pack or
two at a time rather than by the carton; readers buy
their magazines by the single copy rather than through
subscriptions—the largest magazine here, Women's
Weekly, sells all its 800.00Q copies through news agents,
- But Reader's Digest, Time and Newsweek (local circu-
lation 42.000) borrowed from their U.S. experience and|
built -up their distribution through greatly reduced in
troductory offers for mailed subscriptions. It was a deci
sion that has caused the publishers more than a few
headaches during these times of rising mail rates and
postal chaos. - . . .
The post office, Australia's biggest employer wit
250,000 workers, has been hit by an average of one se
rious strike a month this year, some of which have end
ed all deliveries for up to nine days. :
Saturday mail deliveries have ended and even in thg
best of times, tue Time magazine copy delivered to the
post office on Wednesday frequently is not placed in the
subscriber's mail box until the following Tuesday be-
cause postmen do not have to carry magazines if thei
bags already are too heavy.

One recent government report shows that of 303 dis
patch days last year at the Sydney mail exchange, work-]
ers managed a full clearance of ordinary letlers on onl
nine days and never achieved a full parcel clearance.
Most of the work stoppages and delays are due to unio
demands for more pay, shorter hours and better condi
tions. :

On top of that, Canberra has pushed through reeord
postal increases. to overcome a $72 million. deficit in the
post office this year. A copy of Time which cost 5.3 cent
to mail a year ago now costs 10.2 cents and will cost 1
cents in March.- Reader’s Digest, the post office’s biggest
customer next to the government, pays 14.3 cents fo
each mailed copy. ’ ’

Both the Digest and Time have tried to overcome the
rising costs and unreliable deliveries by sorting and bag
ging their copies and delivering them to individual sub
urban post offices. At one point, -the Digest was distri
vuting half its 800,000 sales by its own means, but the
government threatened {o.penalize the magazine with §
rate increase if ‘it continued the practice. -

Time reacted to postal obstacles this month by reduc
ing the number of cut-rate introductory subscription of
fers and making plans to change gradually its ratie ¢
subscription sales lo newsstand sales from 80-20 10 38
50. :

"We were bucking the trend of buying habits for :
long time," said Time's South Pacific Managing Direc
tor Ed Barnum, "Now we are hoping to fall in line witt
the trend." . .

The post office, whose mailing rates are scheduled
increase 30% over two vears' time, hopes to improve 1
service in the new year when a reorganization recom
mended by a royal commission is adopted.

Under the plan, the telecommunications seetios
{which made a profit of $40 million last year) wilt &
split from the post office. Bath agencies thus will be re
moved from direct government control and will operats

inured to cheating and suppressing
the truth. What is to be thought of
#n end that requires such means?

13
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“A Reluctan

&; 3 .
Novelist Critical of
-3
- tMilitary ‘Cannot
. . 1
. &Remain Ostrich’ |
By JONATHAN KANDELL
Special to The New York Times
&LIMA, Peru, — For
céhturies,  Latin - American
“whiters, artists -and intellec-
tyals have traditionally been
the political gadflies of their.
cguntries, often enjoying a
following and influence far:
griater than their colleagues
in~ Europe and the United
Sfates. - . <
dn Mexico, Carlos Fuentes,
in7his novel “The Death of
Agtemio Cruz,” provided one
oc%the most poignant chron-
icles of the corruption of
thg leaders of Mexico’s revo-
lution over the last six dec-

adés, .
. t§he jailing of the painter
Ddvid Alfaro Siqueiros in the
nifeteen-sixties for his acid
camments on the political
sfitem exposed the Mexican
Ggvernment to some of the
stipngest foreign criticism it
has received. C
- In Chile, the late poet Pablo
Neruda often laced his verses
with eloquent denunciations
of «United States domination
of.the continent, and his
osthumous memoirs have
aunted the right-wing mili-
tary junta that now rules
Chile almost as muph as the
attacks of living critics. .
In keeping with this tradi-
tiofi, Perw’s leading novelist,
Matio Vargas Llosa, home af-
tetsa 16-year absence, has
quickly emerged in recent
mdhths as the most articu-
late and important critic of
th@ left-wing  military
Goxernment here. )
think it is lamentable
thg just by the fact that I
- anPa writer I have been con-
ferfed political authority,
saig Mr. Vargas Llosa, who
at 38 years of age is uneasy

with his new status. E
“Maybe it happens because

newspapers in Latin America
are independent

rargly . ¢
enough to fulfill their role as

political watchdogs,” he sug- -

gested: “Maybe it is because
writers are under so much.
préssure from other intellec-
tuals and university students
to anter the political arena.

4 myself do not have even
a minimum vocation for poli~
tic 1 detest people who use
litérature for political ends.
Bu&l cannot remajn an os-
trigh.” - :

Mr, Vargas Llosa has fo-
cufed his criticism particu-
larly on the Government’s de-
cisjon last-July to expropriate
allmewspapers with a nation-

tions of the stifling of politi-
cali dissent here have had a
particularly strong impact
abrpad—in = Latin America
and in Europe—where .intel-
legtuals and leftists have
been favorably disposed to
th&  Peruvian military
Government. )

Néwspapers and political
commentators in France, Ar-
gentina and Brazil - gave as
much coverage to the novelist’s
protest against the press take-
over as they did to the Peruvi-
an Government’s defense of it.
Long interviews with Mr. Var-
gas-Llosa have also been pub-
lishgd throughout Latin Amer-
‘jcain recent weeks.

“With the growing lack of
freedom of expression, the

" revolution is in danger of be- '

coming fossilized,” said Mr,
Vargas Llosa in an interview
in his suburban apartment
overlooking = the  Pacific
Ocean. “I don’t think there
was anything remarkable
about the newspapers when
they were privately owned.

They defended minority class:

Smbasn b
i0ICrTst,

“But now the Govemmen’t,ﬁ'-

has isolated itself from public
debate. Look at the.newspa-

pers six months after their:
They carry™

expropriations.
only the most timid sort of

criticism.” A i

al tkirculation. His denuncia- ®
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t Antagonist in Peru

Last month, after attacks
. on Mr. Vargas Llosa by the-
Government-controlled press,
more than 30 Peruvian intel-
lectuals and artists broke.
their silence to sign a decla-
ration backing the novelist.
Mr. Vargas Llosa, whose
own politics lean toward so-

* cialism, asserts that he is

largely sympathetic to the
broad aims of the revolution
- proclaimed by the armed for-
ces when they took power in.
1968, : >
During the recent rioting in
Lima against the military Gov-
ernment, he strongly denounced

any attempt by conservative
opponents to take advantage

of the crisis.. < *

He has applauded the agra-
rian reform that has dis-
placed the rural- eligarchy,
and distributed’land. to more’
than 175,000 impoverished
families. He has ‘welcomed’
Government plans to give in-
dustrial workers a large

share. of -ownership in their -
companiés, and Government
efforts to bridge the yawning
economic, social and racial
chasm that has always frag- -
mented Peruvian society.
“Coming from the military,

« this has all been very surpris-
ing,” said Mr. Vargas Llosa,
whose best-known novel, en-

LJlitled “Time of the Hero” in
the English version, is a-
scathing social commentary
set in a military academy
that the author attended for
two years. .

® ' When the book, 'whose

Spanish title translates as
““The City and the Dogs,” ap-
peared in 1962, a thousand
copies were publicly. burned
at the school. Several rank-
ing military officers called it
the product of a sick mind .
and denounced the author as’

a Communist and anti-Peru-
vian, . .
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Latin America goes it alone

) 'Latin Americans are going to
great lengths these days to assert
an economic independence from
the United States. The ground-
.work laid recently by Colombia
and Venezuela for formation of a
-hemisphere consultative grouping
,on economic issues, excluding the
U.S., is evidence of this trend.
"~ There is good reason for this
‘Latin-American initiative. For too
long, the nations of the hemi-
sphere have depended on Wash-
ington in both the political and
economic arenas, deferring to the
U.S. on many issues affecting
their livelihood. Washington’s re-
-8ponse has often falled to consider"
their needs and sensitivities.
Moreover, the U.S. has tended to
take Latin America for granted —
failing often to live up to the good-
sounding rhetoric uttered at hemi-
sphere meetings. In recent years, -
for example, the U.S. has

frequently promised to imprové
the terms of trade with Latin
America. But there has been very
little concrete effort by the U.S.
All of this contributes to Latin
America’s present independent
streak. The area's leaders, how-
ever, know that the road ahead
will not be easy — and they are
also realists, aware that in an
interdependent world they need
the U.S. just as the U.S. needs
Latin America. .
Unfortunately, Washington has
shown few signs of being equally
aware of these points. Last year,
an independent. study commission-
on U.S.-Latin-American relations,
chaired by the onetime U.S. Am-
bassador to the Organization of
American States Sol M. Linowitz,
called on Washington to awaken to
the need for a new and purposeful
Latin-American policy. We can do

no better thanto echo that call.




